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ABSTRACT

Funding Sustainable and Humanitarian Architectural Projects

by

Joslyn R. Olsen, Master of Science
Utah State University, 2010

Major Professor: Darrin Brooks
Department: Interior Design

The purpose of this project is to identify sources of funding for sustainable
building projects and create a catalog of the findings. This study targeted the nonprofit,
humanitarian, and private organization sectors with the goal to encourage subsequent
projects that may positively impact the quality of life for people in need.
It has been predicted that in the next 25 years 75% of America's built environment
will be either new or renovated. The downside is that new buildings cause substantial
ecological damage due to the extraction of materials and account for as much as 40% of
all greenhouse gases. As a result, trends in the industry of design show growth in the
green-building market. How do organizations without financial means maintain
environmental responsibility as they build to meet needs?
Besides identifying financing sources for above-mentioned types of organizations,
this thesis also offers a model for the grant-finding process geared toward first-time
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searchers/applicants. Applicable sources of funding from this catalog will be
recommended to the Teton Valley Community School (TVCS), winner of the 2009 Open
Architecture Challenge, in Victor, Idaho, and the case study for this project. At the time
of this study, between September, 2009 and February, 2010, the Teton Valley
Community School was in the process of seeking out grant opportunities for their
innovative, sustainable classroom project. At this writing, the total figure to be raised has
not yet been determined, though it is expected to be in the $5-$10 million range. The
TVCS master plan is to eventually build five additional classrooms with design
objectives to create flexible spatial configurations, reduce the school‘s ecological
footprint, and build a strong connection to the outdoors in response to the mountain
climate where they are located.

(134 pages)
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LIST OF DEFINITIONS
Design is based on how an object or concept balances aesthetics, function, and cost
(Bloemink, 2007, p. 5).
Appropriate technology is a technology providing services by efficiently using the
available energy that most closely provides the service (Williams, 2007, p. 257).
Sustainable is defined as continuing, evolving, and adapting to renewable methods
(Williams, 2007, p. 258).
Sustainable Design includes buildings and spaces that are designed to lessen their impact
on the environment through energy and resource efficiency by minimizing nonrenewable
consumption, enhancing the natural environment, and eliminating or minimizing the use
of toxins (Harmon & Kennon, 2008. pp. 2-3).
Green is defined by the concept of sustainable development when applied to the industry
of building, according to the U.S. Green Building Council (USGBC, 2006, p. 11).

CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION

Problem Statement

The purpose of this project was to identify sources of funding for sustainable
building projects and create a list of the findings. This study targeted the nonprofit,
humanitarian, and private organization sectors with the goal to encourage subsequent
projects that may positively impact the quality of life for people in need.
Due to environmental and demographic trends, changes in the industry of design
are inevitable, and due to a rise in problems occurring from those unable to help
themselves, public-interest architecture will inevitably become the center of public
interest (Fisher, 2008, p. 9). It is essential for anyone associated with the building
industry to stay current with trends and innovations to ensure they are constantly meeting
the needs of their market. Unfortunately, the perceived price of ‗going green‘ can often
deter projects from fulfilling their potential to decrease the environmental impacts of a
given project. However, Davis Langdon‘s (2007) study proves that going green does not
have to mean added costs. Therefore, identifying funding opportunities for sustainable
projects is of vast importance to the field.
Structures are expensive, whether they utilize responsible building materials and
practices or not, due to the significant costs of land, building materials, permits, and
labor. What opportunities are available to fund sustainable building? Not all people are
building green because it is the current trend. In some circumstances, living a lifestyle
which sustains itself is simply a matter of survival (C. Sinclair, personal communication,
October 17, 2009). Proximity of building sites to material locations and appropriate
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technologies are not only encouraged in the green movement, but are also at times all that
is available to rural populations or people in indigent circumstances due to cost.

With most building projects, partial or full funding is secured before the project is
designed. However, with humanitarian projects, the need is often established first and the
funding secured afterward. This information merits research examining the process of
securing funding for such projects, especially if it helps enhance quality of life for people
through excellent design (International Interior Design Association, 2009).
The Impact of Sustainability

Buildings are credited with substantial ecological damage due to the extraction of
materials, and account for as much as 40% of all greenhouse gases (Orr as cited in
Williams, 2007, p. IX). By the year 2035, the American Institute of Architects (AIA)
(2005) predicts that 75% of America‘s built environment will be either new or renovated.
Acknowledging this predicted expansion, AIA has suggested that the community of
architecture and design become leaders in addressing the need and application for
reducing greenhouse gas emissions (AIA, 2005).
Green buildings are referred to as high-performance buildings and are ―intended
to be environmentally responsible, economically profitable, and healthy places to live and
work‖ (U.S Green Building Council [USGBC], 2006, p. 11). One way of classifying
green buildings is through LEED ratings, although buildings can be considered green or
sustainable without depending on outside organizations to identify them as such. Through
LEED, which was created by the USGBC, buildings can achieve certification through a
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voluntary, consensus-based submission, aiming to assist the creation of high
performance, healthful, durable, and environmentally sound structures (USGBC, 2006, p.
13). The USGBC predict the green market, which was two percent of non-residential
construction in 2005, will grow to 20-25% by 2013 (McGraw-Hill Construction, 2009).
In actuality, predictions based on current trends show a rise in green building efforts in
the future. The green building market overall is likely to more than double from today‘s
$36-49 billion to $96-140 billion by 2013 (McGraw-Hill Construction, 2009).
Architecture 2030, an independent, nonprofit organization located in New Mexico
and founded by Edward Mazria, promotes architectural reform by the year 2030, and
claims that buildings are the single largest contributors to global warming, not
transportation, despite the attention it receives. They are thus calling for immediate action
in the building sector to avoid hazardous climate change (Architecture 2030, n.d.).
Climate change is relevant to architecture because of building emissions, energy and
resource consumption, and waste. Consequently structures have a vast impact on the
environment (USGBC, 2010). In fact, existing buildings in the United States currently
account for 72% of electricity consumption, 39% of energy use, 38% of all carbon
dioxide emissions, and 30% of waste output (USGBC, 2010). Architecture 2030 cites
data from the US Energy Information Administration to illustrate how buildings are
responsible for almost half of all energy consumption annually with an even greater
global percentage (Architecture 2030, n.d.).
The built environment also has an immense impact on our health, economy, and
natural environment (USGBC, 2010). The phenomenon of building-induced sickness or
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―sick building syndrome‖ is often caused by off-gassing from plastics in furnishings, the
frequency of fluorescent lights, or poorly designed heating and ventilation systems
(Smith, 2001, p. 163). Green design has the potential to reduce liability resulting from
indoor air quality issues, reduce waste management costs, and increase worker efficiency
(USGBC, 2006, p. 11). Building green can also enhance and protect ecosystems and
biodiversity, improve air and water quality, reduce solid wastes, and conserve natural
resources (USGBC, 2010). Moreover, sustainable building practices reduce operation
costs, improve employee productivity and satisfaction, minimize strain on local
infrastructure, and contribute to overall quality of life (USGBC, 2010).

Purpose of Paper

The purpose of this thesis is to identify funding opportunities for green building
practices, specifically for humanitarian, non-profit, or private organizations seeking to
build sustainably through a catalog of grants which fit set criteria. Included is a case
study featuring a proposed sustainable space at the Teton Valley Community School. By
winning the 2009 Open Architecture Challenge, the TVCS received some start-up
funding from Architecture for Humanity, a charitable organization which seeks
architectural solutions to humanitarian crises and brings design services to communities
in need (Architecture for Humanity [AFH], n.d.). The subsequent chapter will address
comments from professionals, experts, historians, and authors regarding fundraising,
sustainability, and humanitarianism.
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CHAPTER 2
REVIEW OF LITERATURE

Fundraising
According to Michael O‘Neill (1997), charity is as old as the beginning of
recorded history (p. 58). Seeking multiple sources of funding for a project can have a
significant impact on an organization‘s success rate. Some ideas that can propel capital
increases include: soliciting notable donors, programming fundraising events, writing
grants, and obtaining media coverage through a variety of methods. According to the
Philanthropy Journal (2008), revenue was decreasing and the number of donors was
declining for nonprofit organizations even before the 2009 financial crisis. As a result,
grant seeking from existing sources may become the most important revenue source for
nonprofits. Because this paper focuses on the process of securing grants for humanitarian
and sustainable design, it is necessary to conduct a review of the existent literature on the
subject.

Purpose of Grants

A grant is a monetary award most often given to a nonprofit organization for a
specific purpose. A federal grant is an award of financial assistance from a federal agency
to a recipient to carry out a public purpose of support or stimulation authorized by a law
of the United States. Federal grants are not federal assistance, loans to individuals,
benefits or entitlements (Grants.gov, n.d. a; Grants.gov, n.d. c).
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Applying for grants is a process which can take months, or even years (Liberatori,
2006, p. 150). However, while they require a substantial time investment, grant proposals
are one of the most inexpensive ways to raise funds and build credibility (Carlson, 1995,
p. 1). The credibility and respect added by gaining funders brings an opportunity to help
make societal changes on a larger scale than the organization would have been able to
accomplish on their own (Carlson, 1995, p. 1). In addition, a study conducted by Sharol
Jacobson and Mary Elizabeth O‘Brien reported that respondents who were first-time
federal grantees were satisfied from their experience due to: praise and personal
recognition, satisfaction from working with a research team, satisfaction from immersion
in the research, and satisfaction from commitment of subjects (as cited in Bauer, 1999, p.
xii).
Grant-making organizations are likely to be a permanent structure in the
nonprofit sector. David Bauer (1999) explained that if demand for grants exists, then
grant-making organizations will also exist. He wrote,
As long as there are needs and interests that require more support than nonprofit
organizations can provide through their normal allocation processes, there will be
a demand for grant funds. And as long there are wealthy individuals and
profitable companies looking for ways to impart their values and demonstrate
their concerns, as well as governments willing to fund scientific research and
efforts to find new and better solutions to social problems, there will be grant
seekers. (p. xi)
Despite the permanence and proliferation of grant-making organizations, competition for
grants is often fierce. Bauer asserted that the quest for a grant in nonprofit organizations
is equal to the efforts demonstrated by companies who seek profit.
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Prior to the internet revolutionizing the way grants are found, it was difficult for
nonprofits to garner information on grants as rapidly as they currently do. For instance,
government agencies and foundations published and printed their own booklets to
distribute. Organizations had to hear about opportunities by word of mouth before calling
to obtain annual reports and information regarding guidelines and eligibility (E. Thatcher,
personal communication, February 24, 2010). Comprehensive bibliographies were
compiled and looked to as a valuable source of information (Georgi & Fate, 1985, pp. 3157). Most opportunities listed were not available online, and the few that were charged a
flat fee in addition to substantial technology costs (Bauer, 1995, pp. 207-224). With the
spread of the internet, agencies and foundations now have their own websites established
in addition to having their opportunities listed through portals. The advent of these types
of information sites has alleviated grant-seeker‘s struggles to find funding opportunities.
Foundations often express criteria in language difficult to understand to a layman.
Grant development uses specific terms which are important to become familiar with
before writing a grant (Gilpatrick, 1989 p. 2). In fact, many organizations will hire
professional grant writers to secure funding. Guidelines for grants are written in a variety
of styles. Some provide specific descriptions for every step of the process, whereas others
only provide general information (Liberatori, 2006, pp. 120-121). An important item to
consider is that each grantor has a rigid set of issues they are concerned about and will
fund, which generally address the gap they see between what is and what ought to be
(Miner & Griffith, 1993, pp. 5-6).
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Proposals

Successful revenue campaigns often require some form of strategic planning.
There is no single method for strategic planning; organizations should adopt plans which
suit their situations (Bryson, 1988, as cited in Lindahl, 1992). Lorange (1980) identifies
four questions that should be addressed in any strategic planning system for fundraising,
including:
1. Mission: Where are we going?
2. Strategies: How do we get there?
3. Budgets: What is our blueprint for action?
4. Control: How do we know if we are on track?
(as cited in Lindahl, 1992, p. 4). While these questions might provide direction, it should
not be implied that grant writing can be reduced to a formula or a single strategy, for
there are many (White, 1983, p. 1). Circumstances which led to success for some
funding-seekers may not produce the same results for another at a different time or with a
different funder (White, 1983, p. 1).
There are several other recommendations that grant-seekers should take into
account. Virginia White (1983) claimed in Grant Proposals That Succeeded that ―no
fund-raising technique is as effective as a personal presentation,‖ but also acknowledged
that personal contact is not possible in most cases (p. 1). However, she noted that there
always comes a time when a request will be presented in some form of writing, making
professional presentation style a necessity for grant-seekers. In addition, Mim Carlson
(1995) explained that writing successful proposals requires developing a clear program
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plan, researching funders thoroughly, targeting your proposals carefully, and writing a
concise proposal (p. 2). These tips, along with Carlson‘s suggestion to seek multiple
funding sources, were observed in the TVCS case study.
Financing sustainable design can provide tax deductions and credits. These are
often provided at the federal and state levels for those buildings that target substantial
energy savings. Some states and local municipalities have passed legislation to motivate
developers to invest in environmentally friendly building (Bonda. & Sosnowchik, 2007,
pp. 226-230). Additionally, several state and local initiatives are also available that
provide funding for companies seeking to explore green design and building strategies
(Bonda & Sosnowchik, 2007, p. 227). However, these initiatives suit commercial
buildings or housing, and do not address nonprofits. Penny Bonda and Katie Sosnowchik
(2007) recommended only one solution for nonprofits that seek to fund green building,
and that is through working with the Kresge Foundation, which awards planning grants
that cover some of the costs associated with building a green building (p. 228). In
summary, there is a lack of guides to finding funding sources for sustainable building,
specifically focused on public interest.

Sustainable Design

Buildings and spaces that are designed to lessen their impact on the environment
through energy and resource efficiency are sustainable, minimize nonrenewable
consumption, enhance the natural environment, and eliminate or minimize the use of
toxins. (Harmon &, Kennon, 2008. pp. 2-3). Sassi (2006) believes that ―anyone involved
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in building design, procurement, or maintenance in recent years will have been
confronted in one way or another by the term sustainability‖ (p. 2). There has been a
recent movement within interior design and architecture to focus on sustainable design.
The driving forces towards green building include ―the rising costs for energy and
materials and the growing awareness of the ecological impact of buildings‖ (Orr, 2007 as
cited in Williams, 2007, p. ix). What some predict will become a design revolution has
thus far spread to the worlds of interior design and architecture in the form of a
sustainability movement (Orr, as cited in Williams, 2007, p. x). This movement has also
involved a design-materials revolution through steady technological advances and
increased environmental understanding (Brownell, 2008, p. 2). In Expanding
Architecture - Design as Activism, Dorgan and Evans (2008) asserted that although
aesthetics are important, they are not the only component of design excellence, and that a
well-designed development does not cost more to build if the process is managed
effectively, and until attitudes are changed, ―the effort to mainstream good design will
remain an uphill battle‖ (p. 154).
Economically speaking, it is possible for sustainable practices to create long-term
savings (Green Buildings Online LLC, 2008). Even when evidence suggests that some
buildings designed to be energy efficient are not performing as well as anticipated, they
are still rating well in the sphere of their inhabitant‘s well-being (Smith, 2001, p. 161).
Despite fears concerning increased costs for green buildings over non-green buildings,
recent studies found no significant difference in the average costs between green
buildings and non-green buildings‖ (Langdon, 2007). While some might disagree with
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this study, let us further evaluate information from a lifecycle analysis. According to
Green Buildings Online LLC, hard costs cover labor and materials, soft costs cover
permits, consulting fees, and so forth, and lifecycle costs equate to saving energy or water
over time. Green buildings in general will have slightly higher hard costs, they will
maintain near the same soft costs, but the green building lifecycle will exceed that of
traditional buildings (Green Buildings Online LLC, 2008).
Sassi acknowledged that the term sustainability in the realm of building design,
preservation, or acquisition is elusive and suggests that personal ethics and values
influence the individual interpretation of the term. Williams (2007) stated simply, ―We
are nature—all changes to nature and to the habitat have an impact on us‖ (p. xxiii). He
discussed that most natural energy is unique and site specific. The quest to find, collect,
store, and concentrate resident renewable energy is the sustainable design challenge.
Williams also dispels the notion that sustainable design and green design hold the same
meaning. According to him, green design is merely an element of sustainable design and
that sustainable designs have longevity, are flexible, and function on sustainable resident
energies.
Similarly, Smith (2001) wrote Architecture in a Climate of Change for the
purpose of persuading the public to change the way they build (p. ix). Smith blends the
concept of sustainability and environmental consciousness with architecture and design.
To do that, Smith argued that climate changes are primarily caused by humans releasing
carbon dioxide into the atmosphere. There is ―a close correlation between temperature
and CO2 in the atmosphere‖ (p. 4). CO2 in the atmosphere is increasing rapidly, with
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―most of the increase coming over the last 50 years‖ (p. 9). Much of this increase is due
to greater dependence on fossil fuels. Smith believes that designers ought to design
sustainable buildings, as ―the built environment is the greatest sectoral consumer of
energy‖ (p. 43). Some of the ways designers can do this is to use renewable energy
resources, finding ways to utilize natural lighting, and using renewable resources for
building structures. Smith has doubts for the future success of sustainable design. These
doubts stem from the widening gap between rich and poor and growing tensions from the
competition for water and land, and its social and political consequences for climate
change. However, he maintains that designers have power to contribute to the solution
instead of adding to the problem.
As demonstrated throughout this section, many authors have described in detail
the necessity of sustainable design practices. It is also common for authors or
organizations to write explanatory guides with the common objective of converting
people to a sustainable lifestyle (Bonda & Sosnowchik, 2007, p. 23; ASID n.d.). The
sustainable design movement can be expected to become a central part of the design
profession as more designers recognize the necessity of building sustainably and the
economic viability of such practices.
Humanitarianism

The aim of humanitarian assistance in all forms is intervention and action in order
to prevent the infringement of fundamental human rights. Humanitarian efforts usually
dispense - with a concern for objectivity - medical care, food, and shelter (Domestici,
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1997, as cited in Pirotte, Husson, & Grunewald, 1999, pp. 28-29). These efforts often
come in response to natural disasters, political emergencies, and aid interventions in
conflict-affected nations, all of which have a tendency to receive great amounts of
attention. An example of this type of assistance came in the 1990‘s when western
governments led research through a series of humanitarian efforts specifically targeting
crisis protection in Iraq, Somalia, and Bosnia‖ (Tomasevski, 1994, as cited in Pirotte et
al., p. xiv). In nearly all instances of humanitarian assistance, there is some demand for
humanitarian architecture. For instance, refugee camps need massive amounts of quality
housing, post-conflict areas need restructuring, and poverty stricken areas need shelter
that does not sap local resources.
It is therefore necessary to define humanitarian architectural assistance in order to
understand the goals of humanitarian effort. We can break up the types of architectural
humanitarian progress into stable change and acute crises. Assistance that addresses
development phases are aspects of ―stable change,‖ and can include education, facilities,
income generation, and the delivery of basic services, among other things. Emergency
operations dealing with food, shelter, and medicines are aspects of ―acute crises‖
according to the Agency for Cooperation and Research in Development theory (Pirotte et
al., p. 44). This paper seeks funding sources for both stable changes and acute crises
within the built environment, because they are both components
of humanitarian design.
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Humanitarian Architecture

Like many professions, architects sometimes obligate themselves to work for the
public good. Thomas Fisher, editor of Expanding Architecture – Design as Activism,
pointed out that members of architectural professional associations have a lasting
commitment to the public‘s health, safety, and welfare (Fisher, 2001, p. 4). He also
claimed that architects only directly affect approximately two to five percent of all that is
built, thus failing their requirement as licensed professionals to attend to the public‘s
health, safety, and welfare (2001, p. 9). Design professionals, like many other
professionals, have a moral obligation to provide services that benefit the public. In
addition to the incumbent moral obligations, designers usually make a commitment to
help provide quality structures for the public. If Fisher is correct, then architects,
builders, and designers need to take a much more proactive role in working for the public
good by engaging in humanitarian design. There are many people throughout the world
in need of quality buildings but without the means to employ expensive design
professionals. Humanitarian design efforts could ensure that the 95-98% of the built
environment not currently affected by professionals meets the needs of the billions
worldwide who do not have quality living spaces.
As stated previously, philanthropy is an age old practice (O‘Neill, 1997, p. 58).
However, philanthropic architecture is a trend only recently observed. The response to
the San Francisco earthquake and fire of 1906 provides an excellent example of early
humanitarian building. Relief agencies and the Army Corps of Engineers reacted quickly,
leading to the construction of thousands of small wooden cottages for the thousands of
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displaced persons throughout the city (Stohr, 2006, p. 33). Furthermore, this response
incorporated sustainable efforts, even if only by coincidence, through bioregionalism by
using local materials, which by definition utilizes a region‘s biology and climate in the
design process and choice of construction methods and local materials, which is a
strategy commonly used today in green design (Williams, 2007, p. 257). One of many
recent examples of philanthropic architectural efforts is the building and assembling of
the Katrina Cottages in New Orleans, Louisiana. The task at hand was to provide a way
to replace the huge number of homes that were destroyed on the coast following
Hurricane Katrina in 2005 (Katrina Cottages, n.d.). Goals that were adhered to included a
commitment to excellent design quality and that the buildings could be deliverable by all
major delivery methods, including manufactured houses, modular houses, site-built
houses, and so forth. A third foundation principle stated that buildings must be
appropriate to the regional conditions, culture, and climate. While sustainability was not
necessarily at the heart of the project, this last goal matches the sustainable concept of
building designs based on location, rejecting formulaic design for the entire world, that
the cottages constructed in San Francisco would not be the best designs for New Orleans
due to the material proximity and cultural impacts. To design replicable models ―is
actually detrimental because you are giving the bare minimum. What works better is an
adaptable structure. Even if form or technique is similar, adaptation is important because
of geographical differences, lifestyle differences, belief differences, etc.‖ (C. Sinclair,
personal communication, October 17, 2009).
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Paul Oliver (2006) explained what a profound impact vernacular architecture,
which he describes as ―all types of building made by people in tribal, folk, peasant, and
popular societies where an architect, or specialist designer, is not employed,‖ has on the
world‘s design (p. 4). The architectural profession is suffering from a schism between
designing "visually powerful and functionally successful buildings" for the wealthy, and
designing for those who may display needs served by the profession, but who lack the
means to afford them (Fisher, 2008, p. 9). For these reasons, Fisher predicts a change in
architectural education from its current practice of meeting needs for the wealthy when
most of the need belongs to billions of impoverished people all around the world.

Sustainability in Humanitarian Architecture
What is the role of sustainability in humanitarian architecture? Research suggests
environmental conscientiousness and humanitarian work fit hand in hand. Bonda and
Katie Sosnowchik (2007) consider the notion that sustainable thinking focuses on the
people inside the buildings rather than the buildings themselves (p. xiii). This implies that
the needs of the people are just as critical as the demands of the building they inhabit.
According to Cameron Sinclair, cofounder of Architecture for Humanity, ―sustainability
is a matter of survival for most people.‖ Sinclair questions the long-term commitment of
non-sustainable buildings as he brings up important issues regarding maintenance and
overall affordability (C. Sinclair, personal communication, October 17, 2009). It is
therefore imperative that sustainable design be incorporated into humanitarian design.
It is an important distinction to make that with most building projects, partial or
full funding is secured before the project is designed while in humanitarian projects, the
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need is often established first and funding secured afterward. This can be very difficult if
the needs of the recipients are time sensitive. It is additionally difficult if the recipients
have no access to traditional means of raising money for structures. Even organizations
who depend on outside funding may find complex difficulties due to unstable
environments and distortion of staffing patterns when an organization relies solely on
transient sources (Gilpatrick, 1989, p. 6). Finding funding sources for humanitarian and
sustainable building projects is important because it allows proposed structures which
assuage need to be built, which will in turn help the people who inhabit and use them.
While one could argue that the goal of all proposed buildings, regardless of sustainability,
is to alleviate need in some form, the need addressed in this paper focuses on the long
term impact sustainable buildings provide.
According to Oliver (2006), there is great need for sustainable housing in cities,
where much of the world population is migrating to (p.419). Many cities in developing
nations lack basic sanitation and waste disposal systems to keep their populations safe
(p.419). As millions of people migrate to cities, the art ensconced in vernacular
architecture is lost. This is tragic, as ―vernacular architecture is sustained architecture‖
(p. 420). Vernacular architecture has existed for centuries and usually relies on local and
renewable resources, which other authors have said is a necessity for stemming climate
change.
Sinclair and Stohr (2006) of Architecture for Humanity seek architectural
solutions to humanitarian crises and bring design services to communities in need
through their organization by creating opportunities for designers and architects from
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around the world to participate in (Architecture for Humanity, 2006). Sinclair asserts that
when you design, you either improve or harm the community you are designing in
(Sinclair, 2006). In her discussion of the relief effort of the 1906 San Francisco
earthquake and fires, Stohr finds that there was an ―innovative marriage of policy and
design that led to the construction of thousands of small wooden cottages that found their
way into nearly every pocket of the city‖ (p. 33). Furthermore, the focus of volunteers
and aid workers shifted from relief to reconstruction because some 40,000 ―refugees‖
were living in camps and makeshift shelters across the city. The settlements became a
source of fear to the city, according to Stohr, which led to the building of thousands of
small wooden cottages. Stohr asserts that while lessons were offered through the disaster,
they were lessons that would have to be relearned and rediscovered (p. 34).
Stohr‘s main point is that there has been a divorce between the world of relief and
aid and the world of architecture and design which needs to be bridged. Stohr‘s research
illustrates multiple examples over a period of 100 years - ranging from the Marshall Plan
all the way to Hurricane Katrina - as evidence of the need for socially conscious design in
humanitarian efforts.
In addition, Fisher (2008) argued that community design and public-interest
architecture are a needed and inevitable change (p. 9). According to Fisher, this is
because ―the gap continues to grow between what millions of people need and what the
current system of housing and building provides‖ (p. 9). Fisher maintains that many
Americans with money and power may think they are immune to the ―winds of unrest
and rain of violence‖ happening everyday to billions of people in the rest of the world
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that will one day descend upon everyone (p. 9). When this happens, and millions of
people are in desperate need for housing, public interest architecture may finally become
the center of public interest.
Community
Community is a frequent theme throughout the sustainable and humanitarian
design literature. Community backing is important to every project. Some people
acknowledge this and encourage grant seekers to collaborate with community based
organizations (CBOs) as they plan applications because they have ―good will and
knowledge of the people in the community‖ and can be potential access points to the
population (Ramos as cited in Pequegnat & Stover, 1995, p. 3). Sassi (2006) maintained
that buildings can contribute positively to communities and enhance people‘s quality of
life, and that a sustainable community‘s residents have a minimal impact on the
environment, economy, and social structure, while still maintaining a high quality of life
(p. 56). Furthermore, Sassi maintains that a space can affect a person‘s civic pride,
communal identity, security, and/or their converse affects. Also discussed is the
importance of community participation and its effect on projects, in addition to the
importance of materials, energy, water, and site/land use selections. Sassi goes on to say
that a sustainable community ought to aim to be resource-efficient, inclusive, and develop
sustainable solutions ―to meet the basic needs for homes, health, education, employment,
an attractive and safe environment, a prosperous economy, good public services, and
open space‖ (p. 53).
The type of community a nonprofit organization solicits for funding can also
affect the amount of revenue an organization receives. Wolpert (1993) said that regional
cultures of generosity exist and can be correlated with civic and political cultures.
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Furthermore, she stated that American generosity is greater in smaller communities, ―in
places where resources are greater and distress less severe, greater in center cities than
suburban communities, greater in blue than white collar communities, and greater in
politically liberal than conservative places‖ (p. 78). Findings from community studies
also found that greater generosity from donors is associated with educational, cultural,
and health services rather than social assistance to the needy. If these conclusions are
true, the TVCS may have an advantage because their needs are based on the educational
needs of young students as well as the quality of life in Victor, Idaho.

Areas of Concern
Despite the obvious need for sustainable and humanitarian design, there are still
many obstacles to such projects receiving general support, including funding. The largest
problem facing design-based humanitarian assistance is the resistance to funding by
conservative lenders and cautious regulators (Fisher, 2008, p. 10). Although the United
States is an industrialized nation, Roger Lowenstein claims that the country is
increasingly becoming divided, like many developing countries, into a small
concentration of the extremely wealthy and the majority, whose relatively meager
incomes place the American dream permanently beyond their reach (Lowenstein as cited
in Bell & Wakeford, 2008, p. 9). Supporting this claim is the United States‘ ranking on
the GINI index, a coefficient that describes income disparity in countries around the
world. In 2007, the United States‘ GINI coefficient was 45, rivaling that of developing
countries such as Uganda and the Ivory Coast and much greater than most other
industrialized nations (CIA, 2010).

21
While not every humanitarian project need deal with poverty per se, Lowenstein's
statement reminds designers that humanitarian efforts are not limited to developing
nations, and that need is evident and growing within our own nation. Indeed, some argue
that philanthropy is imperative to the democratic society of the United States (Foundation
Center, 2010).
In Humanitarianism Across Borders, Ingram (1993) insisted the future structure
of international humanitarian assistance should not lie within the efforts of the United
Nations, whose agencies have been key players for years in times of emergency (as cited
in Weiss & Minear, 1993, pp. 171-192). While he sees some hope in United Nations
Resolution 46/182, which sets out provisions for humanitarian assistance, he ultimately
deems it unrealistic and places his greatest confidence in alternative modes of
organization such as the International Committee of the Red Cross. While Ingram
provides convincing material that the future of humanitarian work should remain neutral,
and does not lie in the political sphere, nor is it the intended role of government to do so,
his argument that hope should be placed solely in organizations was unsupported.
It is unclear where the future of humanitarian work will go. Ingram places little
faith in intergovernmental organizations but does not provide convincing support in favor
of nongovernmental organizations‘ capabilities to meet humanitarian needs. This, along
with conservative funding efforts and fracturing societies, does not bode well for meeting
the growing need for humanitarian architectural assistance.
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Concluding Statement

While this paper will not solve the problem of funding sustainable architecture for
nonprofit, humanitarian, or private organizations, it will contribute to filling the void and
addresses one avenue for organizations pursuing funding opportunities. Fortunately,
there seems to be a growing movement within the structural design disciplines towards
humanitarianism and sustainability. Those with an interest in these topics can hope that
funding sources will increase as well.
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CHAPTER 3
METHODOLOGY

The Study

In this study, I search selected keywords dealing with sustainable and/or
humanitarian architecture in major grant search engines. The purpose was to find
potential sources of funding for projects of that nature. The findings were applied to the
TVCS, which was in need of funding for additional classrooms school, outlined in a
subsequent chapter. Because this study can quickly become outdated because grants are
time sensitive, the ancillary benefit of conducting this study will be the identification of
foundations and agencies that have previously or will in the future fund projects that deal
with the built environment and sustainability, and that are open to nonprofit and private
organizations.

Identification of Potential Funding Sources

The identification of portals that house funding opportunities came about when I
spoke with a grantwriter, Elaine Thatcher, for the College of Humanities, Arts, and Social
Sciences at Utah State University. From her experience, she encouraged me to search
www.grants.gov, www.infoed.org using their SPIN search engine, and
www.foundationcenter.org. While there are other sites which accommodate alternative
funding opportunities, the three chosen for this study are well known, widely used among
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grant writers, and house a combined total of over 17,000 funding opportunities (E.
Thatcher, personal communication, December 17, 2009).
While this study focuses on finding funding through foundations and the grants or
funding opportunities they provide, it was not the only source of funding worth noting.
Soliciting notable donors, programming fundraising events, and obtaining media
coverage also can propel capital increases.

Grants.gov

Established as a governmental resource known as part of the E-Grants Initiative
which was established as an included measure to the President‘s 2002 Fiscal Year
Management Agenda, Grants.gov boasts being the ―storehouse for information on over
1,000 grant programs and provides access to approximately $500 billion in annual
awards‖ (Grants.gov, n.d. b). The site was created in an effort to improve services
offered to the public by the government, and originated in the Federal Financial
Assistance Management Improvement Act of 1999 or Public Law 106-107, which was
managed by the Grants Policy Committee (Grants.gov, n.d. b).
To find granting opportunities on Grants.gov, I first visited their website. On the
left hand side of the screen select ―Find Grant Opportunities.‖ This then allows the
viewer to select a ―Basic Search.‖ Each keyword was then searched and the yields would
appear in a list format, and were subsequently recorded.
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InfoEd
InfoEd claims to be the ―leading provider of software solutions for managing
sponsored programs,‖ and having the most comprehensive and integrated line of
sponsored programs software in the industry (InfoEd, 2009). According to their website,
InfoEd‘s SPIN Module is the most widely used funding opportunity database in the
world. It tracks the funding programs including research grants, fellowships, curriculum
development grants, and publication support of over 6,000 sources worldwide, including
private, nonprofit, and government sources. This means InfoEd even includes crossover
grants from Grants.gov by using streamlined proposal submission software. The search
engine for SPIN allows users to query their system with basic keywords, which I used for
the purpose of this study, or advanced Boolean searches. While several of the same grants
from Grants.gov also appeared in the InfoEd portal, they were listed in different formats
and offered slightly different information.
―Across the globe nearly 500 institutions subscribe to the Web-based search
engine. Researchers at these institutions use SPIN as their one-stop-shop for identifying
the latest grant programs. By aggregating sponsor information in one system, SPIN
dramatically cuts search times and substantially increases the likelihood of positive
results. Program information is presented in a standard format that allows investigators to
readily compare opportunities‖ (InfoEd, 2009).
To use InfoEd, I went through Utah State University because they are an
institution which subscribes to the database. The site requires you to set up an account
(i.e. username and password). Upon doing this one also gains access to another service
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under the InfoEd umbrella called SMARTS, an ―automated alerts system that notifies
investigators of relevant new programs that match their research interests‖ (InfoEd,
2009). Using SMARTS, I was able to subscribe to specific fields of interest that I thought
could apply to my study, which would automatically be emailed to me upon finding any
matches. This demonstrates how InfoEd provides a combination of modules which
perform together to maximize efficiency, while other portals offer stand-alone search
engine solutions. Of the 34 hits I received in the three emails sent during the one week
period of January 23-30, 2010, zero applied to my research.

Foundation Directory Online

The Foundation Directory Online (FDO) was developed by the Foundation
Center, a reputable nonprofit service organization in the United States and leading
authority on organized philanthropy by connecting nonprofits with grantmakers
(Foundation Center, 2010). The Foundation Center‘s mission is to ―strengthen the
nonprofit sector by advancing knowledge‖ regarding charity in the United States and
envision a world enriched by the effective distribution of philanthropic resources. They
believe that nonprofit and grant maker effectiveness is enhanced by the distribution of
knowledge, information, and understanding in order to innovate, grow, and learn from the
shared awareness (Foundation Center, 2010). Supported by over 500 foundations, the
Center sustains the most comprehensive database on U.S. grantmakers and their grants.
The FDO is the Center‘s online subscription database which provides access to
information on over 95,000 national foundations and corporate donors and 1.7 million
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grants. To utilize the site one must purchase one of the ascending pay-per-month
membership levels (Foundation Directory Online, 2010). For my study, I purchased a
$19.95 per month ―basic‖ membership, which offers information on the nation‘s top
10,000 foundations but does not give individual grant information.

Criteria for Selection of Grants for This Study

The process of finding grants for this study was one of trial and error. I compiled
a list of possible primary keywords, including: Architecture, Building Conservation,
Building Design, Design, Energy, Energy Conservation, Energy Utilization,
Environmental Building Design, Environmental Design, Green Architecture,
Humanitarian Architecture, Humanitarian Shelter, Innovative Building, Innovative
Design, Interior Design, LEED, LEED Architecture, LEED Design, Nonprofit
Architecture, Shelter, Sustainability, Sustainable Architecture, Sustainable Design, and
Sustainable Planning. The list of keywords narrowed as I began preliminary searches.
Ultimately, the list became a total of 14 primary keywords, including: Architecture,
Building Design, Green Architecture, Humanitarian Architecture, Humanitarian Shelter,
Innovative Design, Interior Design, LEED, LEED Architecture, LEED Design, Nonprofit
Architecture, Shelter, Sustainability, and Sustainable Architecture (see Figure 1).
My original intent was to only accept grants that funded sustainable design or
green practices and for which groups were eligible who address some form of
humanitarian need. However during a preliminary search I found that eligibility
requirements rarely, if ever, say anything about humanitarian assistance. I altered my
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Figure 1. Keywords selected for grant portal search study.

criteria for selecting a grant to be considered in this study if the eligibility allowed
nonprofit or private organizations to apply, essentially opening it up to humanitarian
organizations if they so desire. It is necessary to clarify that the funding searches were
meant for sustainable building projects broader than the TVCS case study and include
funding for six specific categories, including residential/housing,
neighborhood/community development, commercial, development (innovation or
programs), location specific, and miscellaneous (including disaster response, educational,
and so forth) (see Figure 3, shown later).
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Timeline of Paper

The course of this paper took place from soon after the 2009 Open Architecture
Challenge winner was announced in September, 2009, until the beginning of March,
2010, after the completion of the searches for further funding of sustainable building
projects (see Figure 2).
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Figure 2. A timeline indicating the process of research for this paper.
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CHAPTER 4
FINDINGS

Process

Not including the preliminary search to qualify appropriate keywords, the actual
search within the three portals was conducted in a one week period between January 23 30, 2010. The 14 aforementioned keywords were searched in all three funding portals,
namely: Grants.gov, InfoEd, and the Foundation Directory. Of all the searches conducted
in Grants.gov, 4,337 results were yielded. These results varied greatly, and had to be
filtered further to locate grants that actually dealt with sustainability and were eligible to
nonprofit/private organizations, of which there were only three qualified grants.
As each primary keyword was processed, results varied in quantity anywhere
from 0 to 54,072 yields; however, many of the grants found through the search were not
applicable to this study. If the number of search results from any given primary keyword
totaled more than could fit on a page, I used secondary keyword searches using the Find
and Replace function on computers in order to find applicable funding opportunities. The
words used to find applicable funding opportunities included: Sustainable, Green,
Nonprofit, Humanitarian, Architecture, and Interior Design. Their use was dependent on
the terms used in the original search.
For example, if I started with the primary keyword LEED, which yielded 13
results from Grants.gov, I would then scan those 13 for anything to do with
humanitarianism or nonprofit organizations because we already know that LEED deals
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with energy efficient design. If a grant complied with all three areas: architectural
building practices, sustainability or green design, and nonprofit or humanitarian intent, it
qualified for this study. At times, results seemingly complied with all three areas if only
scanned for secondary keywords, but upon reading further, were actually intended to fund
scholarships, workshops to educate regarding green building, database creations, or staff
positions for sustainable design, but did not fit into the scope of this study, and were
generally not included in the final results unless they directly dealt with the built
environment and had a possibility of leading to a project that would meet the criteria of
this study.
It became clear that order in keywords was very significant when searching. For
instance, the terms architecture, sustainability, and sustainable architecture were all
keywords searched. In the Foundation Directory searches, architecture yielded 1,835
results while sustainability yielded 2,719. However, the combination of the two terms,
sustainable architecture, did not yield the sum of the first two searches, but zero results.
Only three of the fifteen primary keywords yielded results from the Foundation
Directory, namely architecture, shelter, and sustainable architecture totaling 58,491
search results. To narrow them to only applicable grants, further searches within the
search were conducted using the words ‗architecture‘, ‗sustainable‘, ‗interior design‘,
‗green‘, and ‗building‘, and ‗nonprofit‘, until all invalid and inapplicable results were
discarded, leaving just 39 grants.
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Table 1
Primary Search Results

Truncation of the keywords sometimes altered the results, in which case the
higher number of results was always chosen to be dissected for analysis. Even the
information chosen to be distributed by funders was different depending on the source it
was retrieved from. More complete tables of grants are included in Appendix B.
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Because applying for grants can be time sensitive, one of the most significant
aspects of this study was finding the names of the foundations and organizations who
grant funding. Regardless of what a grant was currently funding, knowing which
organizations typically fund sustainable projects was perhaps the only part of this study
which will transcend the time restraints imposed by the awards themselves.
Of the 52 applicable yields of grants and foundations, 19 can be classified as
funding residential/housing projects, 14 are classified for neighborhood/community
development, nine fund commercial projects, 19 fund programs or innovation
development, and 30 are classified as miscellaneous, which fund disaster response
projects, education, and so forth. Qualifying grants and foundations may be included in
more than one category. An important conditional facet of the funding worth noting was
the 38%, or 20 of the 52, that were location specific and only grant money to projects that
take place in a certain geographic area. These aforementioned categories are labeled in a
legend (see Figure 3) and the subsequent grants/foundations are labeled appropriately.
The subsequent grants/foundations will be exhibited first from Grants.gov (see Figure 4),
followed by grants from the InfoEd portal (see Figure 5), and concluded with foundations
from the Foundation Directory (see Figure 6), which was the order by which they were
searched.
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Figure 3. Legend for icons used in search findings.
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Figure 4. Findings from Grants.gov.
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Figure 5. Findings from the InfoEd portal.
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Figure 5 Continued.
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Figure 6. Findings from the Foundation Directory Online portal.
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Figure 6 Continued.
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Figure 6 Continued.

42

Figure 6 Continued.
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Figure 6 Continued.
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Figure 6 Continued.
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Figure 6 Continued.
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Figure 6 Continued.
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Figure 7. Compiled list of agencies, foundations, and incorporations that fund sustainable
architecture.
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CHAPTER 5
CASE STUDY

Review of Literature on Educational Settings

Locker (2008) discussed the role of classroom design in the realm of teaching (p.
F14). He believes that learning is more effective and interesting through ―direct and
immediate application‖ of challenges to the role of the teacher and the classroom design.
Locker suggests that by rethinking the design of a classroom in respect to space planning
development, shape, and furnishings, students and teachers alike will be better served. He
supports his point through multiple case studies, maintaining the concept of individual
solutions for specific projects, even going so far as suggesting that in the future the term
―classroom‖ could fade away.
According to. Gardner (2008), all space in a classroom should be accessible,
address climate and noise control needs, and be properly scaled for the person intended to
use it (p. 18). Furthermore, Gardner believes that the design of the classroom should use
technological systems and appropriate building materials in order to address noise,
security, climate needs, visual stimulation, and comfort. Maintaining that relaxing colors
and soft textures, durability and low maintenance are very significant criteria, Gardner
believes these aspects produce positive moods in a classroom. Thomas Fisher
additionally notes that schools have had to change their curriculum in the past to keep up
with social transformations, and will continue to do so in coming decades regarding basic
needs (2008, p. 10).
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Purpose of Case Study

The purpose of conducting a case study is to observe the process of finding and
obtaining funding for sustainable building projects. The intent is to become a resource for
sustainable projects addressing need and apply the findings from my research to a project
in development. It is to find information that can be generalized and will aid similar
organizations or institutions. Another purpose of a case study is to select a project where
sustainable design practices that address humanitarian needs could be observed.
Doing this can help others understand the feasibility of completing sustainable
humanitarian building projects. It is my belief that finding successful examples of
sustainable humanitarian building projects will lead other builders, designers, and clients
alike to follow suit. Some even suggest that ―lifestyle change cannot be imposed, but it
can be encouraged by good design‖ (Edwards & Turrent as cited in Sassi, 2006, pp. 1215).

Selection Process

I knew I wanted to gear a project toward sustainability and humanitarianism in
August, 2009. I began by speaking with USU faculty and contacting USU alumni and
practicing professionals for their advice. One former student and practicing professional,
Holly Murdock from Gensler of Denver, Colorado, directed me to the Open Architecture
Network to check out the winner of the Open Architecture classroom challenge, a
challenge her firm had actually competed in but were unsuccessful (Open Architecture
Network, 2009). The entry that won, the Teton Valley Community School (TVCS) (see
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Figure 18), stunned the design community due to the fact that such a small firm, Section
Eight Design, was internationally recognized by this competition (H. Murdock, personal
communication, September 28, 2009). The TVCS was one of 342 schools considered for
the competition from over 65 countries. (For more details of the competition, see page
52.) I was intrigued by the contest and immediately contacted the school, who gave me
the contact information for Emma Adkisson, one of the architects who designed the
proposed addition.
Adkisson and I met in September, 2009, to discuss the needs of the school and
possible studies that could come as a result. Originally we explored the anticipated needs
of the TVCS project that could possibly be turned into a study. This included creating a
materials directory for the school since when the project was entered to the competition
materials were generally selected, but the products were not specified in detail by brand,
location of purchase, and so forth Another idea was developing original curriculum
geared toward students and communities on sustainability and hands-on green practices,
which could be replicated across the nation. This curriculum would discuss the
importance of sustainable lifestyles, building materials, processes, and so forth We felt
the curriculum could address the logic behind industrial materials and processes which
have come to characterize American architecture, in order to combat old practices and
establish new ones (Donat, 1965, p. 8). In World Architecture 2, Donat‘s overarching
aim, similar to the goals of the builders of the Teton Valley Community School, was to
bridge the gap between architects and the public by breaking down the barriers of
communication. I was informed, however, that the implementation of these ideas would
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be difficult to witness in the time span I had for conducting this research due to pending
funding. Upon further inquiry, I found that the award money of $50,000 was only the first
increment of many required for completion of this project (E. Adkisson, personal
communication, September 29, 2009). According to Adkisson, that award money might
only go so far as to get the TVCS LEED certified, which is one of their goals.
Discovering the hurdle of funding would eventually define and bring clarity to my
project. I decided to help the TVCS, and any private, nonprofit, or humanitarian
architecture institution find what funding sources were available to them. For additional
context of the TVCS not outlined in this chapter, see Appendix A.

The Open Architecture Network and Architecture for Humanity

The Open Architecture Network (OAN) is an online community that shares ideas,
designs, and tactics in order to foster collaboration to improve living conditions through
innovative and sustainable design throughout the world (―About the Open Architecture
Network,‖ Open Architecture Network, 2010). The OAN seeks to manage design projects
from conceptualization through to reality, create opportunities for architects and
designers to help communities in crises, and hopes to contribute to building a more
sustainable future.
The OAN is a byproduct of Architecture for Humanity (AFH), which, as stated
earlier, is a charitable organization that seeks architectural solutions to humanitarian
crisis and brings design services to communities in need (Architecture for Humanity,
2006). AFH began in response to conflict in Kosovo, and was founded in 1999 by Kate
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Stohr, a journalist and documentary producer, and Cameron Sinclair, the executive
director for the organization, and an architect who, in 2006, won the prestigious TED
Prize (TED, 2006).

The 2009 Open Architecture Challenge

The OAN website explains that the Open Architecture Challenge is an
international design competition hosted once every two years. Attempting to surpass the
traditional bounds of architecture through challenges which partner the designers to the
broader public in order to address architectural inequities affecting health, prosperity, and
well-being of underserved communities, each Open Architecture Challenge has many
potential solutions to different systemic issues facing the built environment through
creative, winning designs (―About the Open Architecture Network,‖ Open Architecture
Network, 2010). The 2009 challenge revolved around the classroom.
According to the World Bank, educating all children worldwide will require the
construction of 10 million new classrooms in more than 100 countries by 2015 (OAN,
2009). At the same time, millions of existing classrooms are in serious need of repair and
refurbishment. The 2009 Open Architecture Challenge was to design, in collaboration
with primary and secondary school teachers and students, smarter, safer, and more
sustainable classrooms (Open Architecture Network, 2009). One study showed that test
scores in green schools have a 20% improvement over students tested in non-sustainable
schools (Heschong Mahone Group as cited in Open Architecture Network, 2009).
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The competition invited the global design and construction community to create
sustainable learning environments. Cameron Sinclair chaired the jury, which consisted of
fellow leaders in education and architecture. After three rounds of judging, which rated
each design on feasibility, sustainability, and innovation for the learning environment,
and over the course of several months, the winner was chosen from more than 1,000
design teams from 65 countries. Announced in September of 2009, the Teton Valley
Community School received the top prize of $50,000 in funding for classroom
construction and upgrading, and a grant of $5,000 to help them do it. Their submission
included floor plans (see Figures 13), site plans (see Figure 12 & 17), renderings (see
Figures 11 & 16), videos, cross sections (see Figure 15), elevations (see Figure 14), and
student input (see Figures 8 & 9).
I contacted Sinclair ten days after the announcement was made, and we agreed to
meet in Las Vegas, Nevada, the following month to discuss his theories on humanitarian
design. I was then able to interview Cameron one October evening in the lobby of a hotel
casino. When our conversation led to the TVCS, I inquired as to why this challenge and
the entrants in it classify as humanitarian. Why did a school in Idaho win over entries in
developing or conflict affected nations? He explained that need is everywhere and it does
not matter if it is Myanmar or inner city America. The jury wrestled over who should win
the challenge because there is a perceived higher requirement in developing countries
than in the United States. Anyone can help a village with $50,000, he said, but our role
was to help create sustainable and ethical architecture for those who need it most. The
jury‘s decision boiled down to need, which was well addressed by the TVCS team
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because they understood their clients (C. Sinclair, personal communication, October 17,
2009).

Winning Classroom Design
The winning classroom design for the Teton Valley Community School,
developed by Section Eight with input from students and teachers, demonstrates
affordable and sustainable educational spaces (see Figure 8 and 9). The classrooms were
proposed to be built in an adjacent field next to the existing school (see Figure 19). What
sets their school apart from schools that have recycling bins in every room and turn out
the lights when they leave for the day? The design is actually built to teach. The building
itself is a learning instrument. Do not be misled, the school also makes it a point to
recycle (see Figure 10) and conserve electricity, it is just that they do so much more than
an average school. For example, instead of hiding the mechanical room, this design
allows it to be viewed from the science lab so that students can understand firsthand how
heating and cooling systems operate. Snow and rainwater are collected from the rooftop
to flush the toilets and water the plants in their attached greenhouse. Additionally
included is a vegetable garden complete with a composting component. Movable panels
make it possible for the classroom to continually transform according to the student‘s
needs. This list goes on. Ultimately with the future classroom design, teachers can be
inspired to connect the classroom to nature, providing an invaluable education for their
pupils.
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Figure 8. Input of an ―ideal school‖ from 1st and 2nd graders of the TVCS. Images
courtesy of TVCS.

Figure 9. Student participation from 5th and 6th graders in a weeklong workshop to come
up with an ―ideal classroom.‖ Images courtesy of TVCS.
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Figure 10. TVCS designated sorting and recycling space behind the school.
Personal photograph by Joslyn Olsen. October 10, 2009.

The future classroom structures are also to be built utilizing sustainable
technologies, such as solar energy, and sustainable materials, such as straw bale
insulation. The designs reflect the school‘s ―place-based‖ curriculum and mission to
embrace and highlight their location at the base of the Teton Mountain range as they
―honor the form and materiality of the surrounding western vernacular architecture‖
(Open Architecture Network, 2009).
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Figure 11. Main design board with digital renderings. Images courtesy of Section Eight.

Figure 12. TVCS site plan. Images courtesy of Section Eight.
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Figure 13. TVCS classroom floor plans.

Establishing TVCS Need

Schools around the world deal with the very same issues that the TVCS faces
from operating out of makeshift classrooms, not having enough space, rapid expansion,
and environments ill-suited for learning. The following statement was submitted by the
TVCS for the Open Architecture Challenge:
Idaho is one of the most underfunded school systems in the nation. This creates a
challenge for schools to accommodate the exponential growth that is taking place
in towns like Victor. TVCS … hopes to expand to include 7th and 8th grade by the
year 2011. The school is located on a 2 acre site within two existing residences
that have been transformed into classrooms. Due to space constraints the school
has half of its students located at a satellite campus nearby. (Open Architecture
Network, 2009).
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Figure 14. TVCS classroom exterior elevations. Courtesy of Section Eight.
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Figure 15. TVCS cross sections.
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Figure 16. Computer rendered outdoor view of TVCS classroom. Courtesy of Section
Eight.

Figure 17. Master site plan rendering of the five proposed TVCS classrooms. Courtesy of
Section Eight.
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Figure 18. Front view of TVCS. Personal photograph by Joslyn Olsen. October 10, 2009.

Figure 19. Land to be acquired for location of proposed classroom Personal photograph
by Joslyn Olsen. October 10, 2009.
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The first academic year that the TVCS was established was 2001-2002. At the
time of establishment, 15 children between grades kindergarten through fifth shared a
small, one room school house. Enrollment has since grown over six times that amount,
now educating 96 children and still growing (see Table 2). Consequently, the TVCS has
expanded their structures to meet demand, with a total square footage of approximately
3,240 square feet. The TVCS has resorted to innovative methods for creating usable
educational spaces in order to meet the needs of the growing population of students
attending it. Examples include a supplementary yurt which now houses a class, a garage
which was transformed through local grant monies to become an on-site preschool, and a
nearby house was rented for additional classroom space. For reference, see Figures 20,
21, and 22.

Figure 20. The yurt, a recently added TVCS supplementary classroom space. Personal
photograph by Joslyn Olsen. October 10, 2009.
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Figure 21. Classroom space inside yurt at TVCS. Personal photograph by Joslyn Olsen.
October 10, 2009.

Figure 22. Rented red house which houses upper grades. Personal photograph by Joslyn
Olsen. October 10, 2009.
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Table 2
TVCS Enrollment 2005-2010
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Funding TVCS

Once an organization obtains initial funding, it would be unwise if they took a
back seat or rested on their laurels (Lauffer, 1983, pp. 174-176). Fortunately the TVCS
has maintained high activity in their project, avidly preparing for the next few years.
While my study focuses on finding funding through foundations and the grants or
funding opportunities they provide, the TVCS is conducting a parallel funding search for
their annual fund, which will cover engineering and architecture. After they raise the goal
amount for their annual fund, $250,000, the TVCS will prepare for a capital campaign to
fund the design in its entirety, and anticipate that their classroom will serve as an
instrument in educating people on ―how to build creatively, efficiently, responsibly, and
sustainably‖ (C. Riegel, personal communication, January 6, 2010).

Current Grants
The primary funding received by the TVCS is the $50,000 from Architecture for
Humanity for winning the 2009 Open Architecture Challenge. The TVCS has received
the first installment of $20,000. Funders generally want accurate accounting of what
their recipients are accomplishing and how close they are staying within their timetable
and original design (Lauffer, 1983, p. 176). As a result, Architecture for Humanity has
the TVCS update them periodically. One report has already been sent after receiving the
first installment of $20,000 (see Table 3).
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Table 3
Budget for Installment One from AFH (C. Riegel, personal communication, March 4,
2010).

Chart included in the report to Architecture for Humanity from the Teton Valley Community School
regarding how the first installment funds were spent.

As $50,000 is not enough to fund the project in its entirety, the TVCS is
compelled to enter more competitions and apply for more grants as one method of
funding the classroom designs. They have recently written a few letters and grants for
their annual fund, and will continue to do so until the fund has met its quota. According
to the President of the TVCS Board of Directors, Cynthia Riegel, the board has submitted
a preliminary phase portion of a grant to an organization called 1% For the Tetons, and
are waiting to hear if they made it to the second round. 1% For the Tetons is a local
chapter of 1% For the Planet, to which member businesses donate percentages of their
business. 1% for the Planet requires a two part process where during the first round
applicants are asked to provide a two page general description of the proposed project. If
they are invited to participate in the second round they will provide more information in
addition to an oral presentation (1% For the Tetons, 2010). The TVCS board is asking
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from them an additional $50,000 to go toward construction, which would match the funds
granted from Architecture for Humanity. The second grant pending is for the CHC
Foundation, an ―independent philanthropic private organization located in Idaho Falls,
Idaho‖ (CHC Foundation, 2004). The CHC is also local and makes grants for fixed
material assets including real estate, equipment, and machinery. The TVCS has requested
$20,000 from the CHC Foundation. Finally, the school is writing a smaller $5,000 grant
to the Community Foundation of Teton Valley, focusing on planning, consulting,
surveying, engineering, and modeling for the school. The Community Foundation of
Teton Valley awards various sized grants based on community need and organizational
abilities to impact those needs in order to make nonprofits stronger and help the Teton
Valley region (Community Foundation of Teton Valley, n.d.). The TVCS has previously
applied for funding with two of the three aforementioned local foundations for other
projects not dealing with the winning classroom designs, thus creating a reputation and
familiarity with the foundations that will hopefully aid in their selection.

Budget and Funding
Although some costs have been estimated, the total cost estimate for even one of
the five proposed classrooms is currently pending. While the $50,000 award from the
Open Architecture Challenge changed the sustainable classrooms of the TVCS from an
idea to an actual possibility, the allocation granted was too small to build even a modified
design, which means that the TVCS needs to seek other sources.
The current goal of the TVCS is raising $250,000 for their annual fund which will
cover costs for engineering and architecture. They have earmarked $150,000 of that to go
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toward architecture, project management, engineering, site surveying, and a cost
estimator for construction of the classrooms. Additionally, $50,000 has been earmarked
for fundraising consulting and capital campaign planning, $20,000 has been earmarked to
meet the operational expenses of the school in a normal year not covered by tuition, and
$30,000 is earmarked as contingency money (C. Riegel, personal communication, March
4, 2010).
Thus far, $17,200 has been raised for operating expenses and $133,000 has been
raised for planning (see Table 4). How have they raised this money? A large portion
comes from Architecture for Humanity award money, while the rest has been raised
through donations from family foundations and through an annual fund letter sent to a list
of families and donors associated with the school. In fact, grant monies have yet to add to
the annual fund (C. Riegel, personal communication, March 4, 2010). For further clarity,
funds for family foundations are derived from individuals of a single family, who often
serve as officers or board members of the foundation and usually have the largest impact
on the grant making decisions, whereas community foundations generally have to raise
their money from multiple sources and make grants for charitable purposes in specific
districts or regions, corporate foundations have funds derived from the contributions of a
for-profit business, and private or independent foundations are nongovernmental,
nonprofit organizations whose funds and programs are independently managed (Office of
University Foundation Relations, n.d.).
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Table 4
The TVCS Annual Fund Goal

Column one includes the services or items which have need to be funded, column two includes the
earmarked cost of each service or item, and column three identifies what has already been raised.

The TVCS is also reaching out to the community in other ways besides sending
fundraising letters. One creative idea they have adopted is planning a ―community
ambassador event‖ where they invite key members of the community to an evening social
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event, such as a dinner, and tell them all about the school. The event‘s purpose is not to
solicit money, but to create external TVCS representatives who may have originally been
unaffiliated with the school, but who will have taken the time to learn about the school,
support it, and potentially spread the word. The TVCS sees it as an opportunity to gain
community support which could eventually translate into more donations. For additional
correspondence with officials from the TVCS project, see Appendix C.
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CHAPTER 6
CONCLUSION AND RECOMENDATIONS

Summary

In conclusion, from the 14 keywords (see figure 1) run through the three separate
portals – for a total of 42 individual searches conducted – applicable grants to the Teton
Valley Community School case study project were not found. Furthermore, the study
demonstrates the current lack of general funding for sustainable projects open to
humanitarian, nonprofit, or private organizations. This study was still fruitful however,
because while the TVCS did not apply to many of the grants found, the results do identify
36 foundations, corporations, and agencies that fund projects of this nature in one way or
another.

Recommendations for the Future

The next three sections will address how to proceed if one is reading this paper
from the standpoint of one seeking funding for their own sustainable or humanitarian
building project, how the TVCS will and ought to proceed, and what further studies can
be conducted in academia which will further establish the need for funding projects of
this nature.
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General Recommendations

If an organization is seeking funding opportunities for a sustainable or
humanitarian building project, gain community support for your project from
distinguished community members or write letters to well-known supporters of the cause.
It would also behoove you to seek out family foundations to fund your cause, host fund
raising events, and enter competitions. Finally, seek grants through internet portals with
an array of various keywords that apply to your project, and subscribe to services like
SMARTS which will continue to search and scour grant databases even when you do not
have the time.

TVCS Recommendations

Although the TVCS project qualifies to be a sustainable project, it may be more
likely for them to receive funding if they sought it through searching grants dealing
specifically with education rather than the searches tested in this study.
I recommend they continue their search for funding through local and family
foundations that specifically fund sustainability or positive development in the Teton
Valley, in addition to seeking out other grants in the same three portals used in this study
with new keywords. Suggested keywords include: Education, Education Architecture,
Environmental Education, Educational Building, Green School, K-12, Sustainable
Schools, and so forth.
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Future Studies

A second phase or follow up study on the TVCS would be beneficial to readers
because much of the project has been left only to speculation due to the timing of this
study. What methods will ultimately work in funding the five classrooms in their
entirety? How will the dynamics of the learning atmosphere actually change when the
classes move in? How is the curriculum written to incorporate the sustainable building,
and how does that compare to public schooling curriculum on the environment? These
questions, if answered, along with dozens of other inquiries, would better frame the
changes, if any, that need to take place regarding sustainable building. The topics could
reach across several issues, including the role of government in funding sustainable
architecture, curriculum and educational practices, grant seekers for sustainable building
projects, and so forth.

Conclusion

The Teton Valley Community School study is significant because it provides
results that are helpful to other organizations when they are considering general fundraising strategies for sustainable building projects. The procedures used to find grants and
grantors will allow organizations and beginner grant-writers to take advantage of the
lessons learned and the techniques used in this study. Moreover, by helping identify the
general lack of funding for sustainable architecture and design for non-profit,
humanitarian, and private organizations, funders will see the void and begin choosing to
fund environmentally responsible building designs. Highlighting how and where to find
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funding for such projects will hopefully cause more organizations to become aware of
them and be able to apply for them. The increased number of applicants would in turn
demonstrate the need for funding such worthy projects. Ultimately, this study will serve
as a small stepping stone in helping support the mission of nonprofit, humanitarian, and
private organizations around the world, and through their efforts, help make the world a
better place.
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Entrant #: 3991
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Teton Valley Community School
06.01.2009
SITE/SCHOOL
The Teton Valley Community School (TVCS) is a non-profit independent school located
in Victor, Idaho. At the base of the Teton Mountain range, Victor is 6,200 feet above sea
level and is a quickly developing alpine area. The town’s eclectic mix of pioneer families
and new residents from around the globe exemplify Victor’s unique history and diversity.
Idaho is one of the most underfunded school systems in the nation. This creates a
challenge for schools to accommodate the exponential growth that is taking place in
towns like Victor. TVCS currently serves 70 students from preschool through 6th grade
and hopes to expand to include 7th and 8th grade by the year 2011. The school is located
on a 2 acre site within two existing residences that have been transformed into
classrooms. Due to space constraints the school has half of its students located at a
satellite campus nearby.
TVCS PHILOSOPHY
An understanding of the nature of the school’s “place-based” curriculum and mission are
pivotal to appreciating the programmatic elements of the classroom designed for TVCS.
One of TVCS’s main goals is long term community collaboration. The school’s new
classroom buildings will serve its students with spaces for classes, hands-on workshops,
and meetings for the entire Victor community. This community space would be an asset
the town currently lacks.
The school combines two grades into each classroom with one teacher and encourages
interaction between all grade levels. Each class has their own space in which they study
all the different subjects, making a versatile classroom essential.
TVCS’s mission is to provide individual attention, collaborative learning, hands-onexperience, a strong connection to environment, develop personal responsibility and
sense of place through real world learning and active stewardship to community and the
environment. The curriculum involves lessons enhancing connections to earth and
nature. In addition to state required subjects, the students learn by working with farm
animals, gardening for sustenance, and local field trips.
Students are shown the tools necessary to encourage self-directed inquiry. This leads to
an authentic understanding of the world. Inquisitiveness is fundamental to the vision of
the school. Older students frequently work with younger students promoting a dynamic
synergy not found in other schools.
COLLABORATION
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The design team held a series of workshops with students, teachers, parents and other
community members to begin to decipher the requirements of the school, while
simultaneously keeping the needs of the developing area in mind. This process led to
the development of spaces that could immediately serve both the school and the
surrounding community.
In the final design, the design team has provided spaces that:







nurture independent thinking and creative problem solving through self-discovery
and reflection
encourage students to creatively express themselves through a variety of oral,
written, and artistic means
use the school’s environment and community as a framework within which
students can develop their own means of learning
utilize building technology and site features that exhibit flexibility and
sustainability
serve multiple functions with the ability to generate revenue for the school while
providing much needed communal spaces for the locals
functions become transparent as a way for students and adults to develop an
understanding about the built environment and the resources involved in the
construction and operation of the classroom building and greater campus

…all while honoring the form and materiality of the surrounding western vernacular
architecture.
DESCRIPTION OF CLASSROOM DESIGN
TVCS’s master plan is to eventually build five of the proposed classroom buildings. The
design allows for flexibility in their spacing and construction. The classroom buildings
can be either site built or prefabricated in two modules that can be shipped to the site.
The design objectives were to create flexible spatial configurations, reduce the school’s
ecological footprint, and create a strong connection to the outdoors in response to the
mountain climate.
TVCS is in the process of launching a capital campaign to raise money for their
classroom buildings. Our design allows for a pay-as-you-go expansion plan which is very
attractive for the school in terms of not having to raise money for a large school with
multiple classrooms. It allows them to raise enough money for one or two singular
classroom buildings and construct them as the funds become available. As the campus
develops, the spaces in between buildings allows for more infill. There are a series of
pods that can be plugged in to provide additional programmatic elements shared
between classroom buildings. The connector pods can be used as art studios, science
labs, small libraries, or staging areas for outdoor plays and performances. As the school
grows and the classroom buildings are built, there is a level of excitement about the
additions of new structures and how they will positively impact the adjacent buildings.
The buildings complete each other thru their dynamic relationships.

86
Each classroom configuration and relationship to its neighbor varies depending on the
age of the child. The goal is to create connections between grades even though the
classrooms are separate. Creating a sense of connectivity and unification is imperative
to the function of the campus and the mission of the school. Spaces of encounter are
explored between each of the individual indoor and outdoor classrooms. There is a
bridge element that connects all the classroom’s loft spaces. This bridge is important
because as it is a physical manifestation of connectivity between students.
Students enter through an entry vestibule used as locker space, which will help to
control heat loss during the cold and snowy winter months. The open flex learning space
is flanked by strawbale walls that serve as a backdrop for computer stations, storage,
library, and collapsible and foldable partitions. Opposite, there is pin-up and projector
screen space. A small science lab area is located at the north with tables that fold down
to reveal glimpses into the mechanical room. The south side of the classroom has an
attached greenhouse space and a thermal mass wall to aid in passive heating of the
space. The greenhouse also serves as a threshold to the outdoor classroom. Water will
be collected and stored beneath the greenhouse for irrigation of the outdoor classrooms
and the greenhouse, as well as graywater for flushing toilets.
Although the valley receives up to 600” of snow in the winter months, the children at the
school are very drawn to the outdoors for learning and playing. Each outdoor classroom
is specific to an indoor classroom allowing all grades to take ownership of their own
outdoor area. Interactivity is encouraged by the presence of a series of movable and
connectable wood panel modules. The panels can be easily moved and configured by
the students, encouraging them to design and organize the exterior space themselves.
The outdoor area provides fences that act as barriers in some areas to create smaller
learning spaces, and also bench areas for interaction between grades. Although barriers
meander through the outdoor classrooms, these spaces overlap to express the idea of a
shared community, cooperation, and tolerance.
MATERIALITY
Excepting the vegetable garden areas, the landscaping will incorporate native, drought
resistant vegetation to reduce required irrigation. Zen rock gardens will be created using
stones removed from the building sites during excavation. Perviousness will be
promoted on the site by the use of pavers with grass and sand infill for the parking and
pathway areas. Play areas will utilize the natural site features like trees, rocks, and
berms.
The building serves as a tool for learning about the built environment thru the
transparency of its construction and function. Thicknesses of the strawbale walls are
made evident by apertures created for light. Recycled plastic and paper panels are used
as the interior millwork. The building is heated and cooled geothermally and the required
mechanical systems are labeled in large letters and housed in a room with a large
viewing window for the students get a glimpse as to how the building operates. The
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classroom is thus built in direct conjunction to TVCS’s environment and sustainability
curriculum.
The character of the exterior is derived from the surrounding western vernacular.
Corrugated metal and clear acrylic panels are used. The building takes the vernacular
and turns it into something unique and playful while fulfilling desires of sustainability.
Material sustainability is achieved through the use of locally available resources and
materials such as straw bale walls and roof, FSC lumber, exterior grade eco-panels,
recycled steel for the connector bridge and the use of materials that are meant to be
long lasting.
The architecture serves to promote the mission and philosophy of the Teton Valley
Community School. It shall educate the whole child by inspiring creative expression,
social responsibility and academic challenge. This state of the art learning facility will
also encapsulate the aspirations of the town of Victor. For its inhabitants the design
disappears as its lessons emerge, creating spaces for opportunity and reflection. The
classroom and the campus become part of the curriculum, as the design obscures lines
of ownership and promotes a relationship to the natural world. Ultimately, teachers are
inspired by the natural connectivity to the environment. The classroom, campus, and
curriculum become the foundation of an irreplaceable education.
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To Whom it May Concern:May 27, 2009
I am grateful for this opportunity to write a letter of support for Section Eight Design on behalf
of the Board of Directors of the Teton Valley Community School (TVCS). Emma Adkisson and
Nathan Gray presented the idea of collaborating with our school for the 2009 Open Architecture
Challenge: Classroom at our January Board meeting. The timing of their proposal could not have
been better given our growing student body, serious space constraints and somewhat
piecemeal plans for solving our classroom dilemma. Their work has provided us with an
innovative, practical and highly fundable solution. But more importantly, The Section Eight
Design team successfully brought together students, teachers, parents, directors, and members
of the community to support our shared vision for a state of the art learning community.
We are very much a homegrown independent school where children are encouraged to be
children - to use their imaginations, play outside, express themselves creatively, develop their
own hypotheses and work together to solve problems. TVCS was started by parents who longed
for a more authentic education for their children in a state that drastically underfunds and
undervalues education. We rely heavily on volunteer support and practice bare-bones budgeting
to keep our tuition low and financial aid substantial. We also reach out to our community
through service projects, farm and garden education, adventure summer camp, event
participation and pro bono consulting.
To put it mildly, we love the work that has been produced by Section Eight Design as a result of
this competition. All 9 of our Directors have seen the submission materials and have discussed
and begun planning for a Capital Campaign to fund the design in its entirety. We are fully
committed to continuing to work with Emma and Nate on the infrastructure and construction
details associated with their design for the TVCS campus. And we believe the TVCS classrooms
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will become a tool for educating the students and community on how to build creatively,
efficiently, responsibly, and sustainably.
Thank you for this opportunity.
Sincerely,

Cynthia Riegel
Board of Directors President
Teton Valley Community School
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Report to: Architecture for Humanity
Report From: Teton Valley Community School
Description: $50,000 Open Architecture Challenge Grant Award (First
Installment)
Date: February 22, 2010
On January 20th, Teton Valley Community School (TVCS) received the first
installment ($20,000) of a grant awarded by Architecture for Humanity (AFH) for
winning the 2009 Open Architecture Challenge. The money is being used to
support the construction of innovative and sustainably designed classrooms for
TVCSʼs campus in Victor, Idaho. The school board, staff and students are all
grateful for this incredible opportunity to build classrooms that were
collaboratively designed to complement the school's natural environment and
educational philosophy while also providing a model for other schools
around the world. We have formed 2 highly productive committees dedicated to
construction planning and fundraising for this project.
On the construction planning front, Emma Adkisson and her architecture firm,
[DC] Workshop, have completed the detailed site plan and schematic design of
all 5 new classrooms. A survey crew also completed boundary work and site
elevations. Two local engineering firms have been hired and are currently
working in conjunction with the architect on site planning and design
development. Harmony Design and Engineering, Inc. (Harmony) of Driggs is
completing the civil and structural work, while Engineering System Solutions, Inc.
(ES2) of Idaho Falls is responsible for the mechanical, electrical, and plumbing. A
presentation was made to the City of Victor Planning and Zoning
Commission on February 2 and the project received sketch plan approval. In
order to provide water and sewer service to the new classrooms in the most
efficient way possible, team members have also been presenting the project
plans to school neighbors in preparation for securing utility easements.
On the fundraising front, this committee is more than halfway to the $225,000
goal for covering the construction planning and fundraising costs. This includes
architecture, engineering, site planning, surveying, city approvals and
construction permitting. It also includes print materials, consulting fees, and a
planning study for the capital campaign. We have raised $84,000 in gifts and
pledges for the project in addition to the $50,000 award from AFH. This includes
a $40,000 grant from The Stanley Family Fund with the stipulation that these
funds be matched. TVCS staff recently submitted a grant request to 1% for the
Tetons (a foundation funded by local businesses and committed to innovative
approaches to community sustainability) to match the AFH grant. Specifically,
TVCS has spent the first $20,000 from A4H paying the following bills:
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This project has become a reality thanks to a creative and visionary group of
professionals. The team consists of school staff and board, volunteers, and
contracted professionals. Highlighted below are the primary team leaders:
Emma Adkisson, RA, LEED AP, Design Collaborative Workshop - Project Architect
[DC] Workshop is dedicated to modern and sustainable architecture. The firm
specializes in sustainable planning, architectural design, and building. Emma is the
founding principal of [DC] Workshop and a member of the National Council of
Architectural Registration Boards. She is a LEED Accredited Professional. Emma
donated an estimated $60,000 worth of her time and materials to working with TVCS on
the classroom design competition submittal.
Randel Blough, Harmony Design & Engineering – Project Engineer
Harmony Design & Engineering is a civil engineering, water resource consulting, and
land planning firm specializing in low-impact, environmentally sensitive solutions for
residential, commercial and municipal projects. Their collaborative and integrated
approach to land development is helping build better communities. TVCS has hired
Harmony to complete all civil and structural engineering plus LEED consulting.
Cindy Riegel - Board Chair, Teton Valley Community School
Cindy Riegel began serving on the TVCS Board of Directors in 2005. The first task she
accomplished was developing and implementing a business plan for the Center for Early
Learners, which successfully opened in 2006. She took on the role of board chair in
June 2008. Her professional background includes outdoor education, wildlife research,
native landscape design and environmental consulting. Cindy also serves on the Teton
County Planning and Zoning Commission.
John McIntosh, Snake River Builders, Inc. – TVCS Building Committee Volunteer
Snake River Builders Inc. has been a full-service building company in Jackson Hole,
Wyoming and Teton Valley, Idaho since 1992. The company is owned and operated by
John McIntosh, who has lived and built in the area since 1979. Green Building is of
paramount interest to Snake River Builders. It is a series of goals and decisions that take
into account the site to be built on, building materials and systems, water and energy
use, and the indoor environmental quality.
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Jeff Carter – TVCS Fundraising Committee Volunteer
Jeff has been a board member with Valley Advocates for Responsible Development
since its inception in December 2001. Jeff has an array of building project experiences
ranging from buying, renovating, and managing residential real estate in Manhattan. Jeff
served on the Land Use Subcommittee during the last revision of Teton Countyʼs
Comprehensive Plan: 2005-2010 and he currently sits on the Teton County Planning
and Zoning commission.
Elaine Walsh Carney, Walsh Carney Associates – Professional Fundraising
Consultant
Walsh Carney Associates provides sound assistance that is grounded in years of
successful fundraising experience. Elaine has 20 years of service to the nonprofit sector.
Elaine works with local and national non-profit organizations in the context of strategic
planning, development consulting, capital campaign planning and management,
community outreach, conflict resolution and leadership training.
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APPENDIX B: GRANT/FOUNDATION FINDINGS
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Grants.gov

1 Grant Title
Funding
Number
Sponsor
Sponsor
Contact
Opportunit
y Category
Type
Amount
Award
Ceiling
Expected #
of Awards
CFDA
Number(s)
Eligibility

7th Annual P3 Awards: A National Student Design Competition for
Sustainability Focusing on People, Prosperity and the Planet
EPA-G2010-P3-Q1
Environmental Protection Agency
Cynthia L. Nolt-Helms, 202-343-9693.
Discretionary
Modification to Previous Grants Notice
$850,000
$10,000
40
66.516 -- P3 Award: National Student Design Competition for
Sustainability
Public nonprofit institutions/organizations (limited to degree-granting
public institutions of higher education) and private nonprofit
institutions/organizations (limited to degree-granting private
institutions of higher education) located in the U.S. are eligible to
apply. See full announcement for more details.
Grant

Funding
Instrument
Type
Category of Environment
Funding
Activity
Webpage
http://www07.grants.gov/search/search.do;jsessionid=YThBLbWGTvL
8cQpdvyG121XfmJJJ80mykCRQ0PvTh4xl10k7fmcl!1179711943?oppId=49241&mode=VIEW
Synopsis
Please note that grants under this RFA may involve the collection of
Geospatial Information.The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA), as part of the P3 Award Program, is seeking applications
proposing to research, develop, and design solutions to real world
challenges involving the overall sustainability of human society. The
P3 competition highlights the use of scientific principles in creating
innovative projects focused on sustainability. The P3 Awards program
was developed to foster progress toward sustainability by achieving the
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mutual goals of economic prosperity, protection of the planet, and
improved quality of life for its people-- people, prosperity, and the
planet – the three pillars of sustainability. The EPA offers the P3
competition in order to respond to the technical needs of the world
while moving towards the goal of sustainability. Please see the P3
website (http://www.epa.gov/P3) for more details about this program.
2 Grant Title
Funding
Number
Sponsor
Sponsor
Contact
Opportunit
y Category
Type
Amount
Award
Ceiling
Expected #
of Awards
CFDA
Number(s)
Eligibility

Green and Healthy Homes and Technical Studies Program
FR-5300-N-20
Department of Housing and Urban Development
Peter J. Ashley, Office of Healthy Homes and Lead Hazard Control:
Department of Housing and Urban Development, 451 Seventh Street,
SW (Room 8236), Washington 20410-3000, phone 202-402-7595
Discretionary
Grants Notice
$2,400,000
$700,000
7
14.911 -- Green and Healthy Homes Technical Studies Program
State (includes District of Columbia, public institutions of higher
education and hospitals); local (includes State-designated Indian Tribes,
excludes institutions of higher education and hospitals); Federally
Recognized Indian Tribal Governments; private nonprofit
institution/organization (includes institutions of higher education and
hospitals).
Cooperative Agreement

Funding
Instrument
Type
Category of Housing
Funding
Activity
Webpage
http://www07.grants.gov/search/search.do;jsessionid=j0v4LbyJLGklVj
1Tr1d1ngmyj3kcH4nX2FF1Mvpy9WTGJj92KlGR!1179711943?oppId=49611&mode=VIEW
Synopsis
Improve our knowledge of the effects residential green construction has
on both indoor environmental quality and occupant health, with a
particular focus on children and other sensitive populations. The goals
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are to improve our knowledge of the benefits of residential green
building methods on 1) indoor environmental quality, and 2) occupant
health. It is expected that benefits would be most likely observed for
respiratory health outcomes and reductions in irritation-related
symptoms.

3 Grant Title
Funding
Number
Sponsor
Sponsor
Contact
Opportunit
y Category
Type
Amount
Award
Ceiling
Expected #
of Awards
CFDA
Number(s)
Eligibility

Sustainable Skylines Initiative
OAR-OAQPS-08-08
Environmental Protection Agency
Yvonne W. Johnson, (919) 541–3921
Discretionary
Grants Notice
$250,000
$125,000
5
Demonstrations and Special Purpose Activities Relating to the Clean
Air Act
State governments, Native American tribal governments (Federally
recognized), county governments, city or township governments, Public
and State controlled institutions of higher education, Private institutions
of higher educations, and Others.
Cooperative Agreement

Funding
Instrument
Type
Category of Environment
Funding
Activity
Webpage
http://www.grants.gov/search/search.do;jsessionid=jhyHL5CTBnWnM
2x4mpNmlQsDzT2JTy0RMQjGTkHGn28yRmgz2hQh!715768196?m
ode=VIEWREVISIONS&revNum=0
Synopsis
This notice announces the availability of funds and solicits applications
from eligible entities to compete for financial assistance through the
Sustainable Skylines Initiative (SSI). The SSI provides a framework to
integrate transportation, energy, land use and air quality planning
programs into projects that yield measurable air quality benefits in a
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relatively short period of time. SSI works with eligible entities to aid
their communities to develop locally-led activities to help reduce
emissions and promote sustainability with the goal of cleaner and
healthier air. This is performed by participants working with EPA and
other partners to increase community participation and leverage
resources. The long-term goal of SSI is to help communities build selfsustaining, community-based partnerships that will continue to achieve
positive environmental impacts, livability, and economic development
benefits for many generations to come.
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InfoEd

1 Grant Title

Program
Number
Sponsor
Sponsor
Contact
Sponsor Type
Amount
Award Ceiling
Expected # of
Awards
CFDA
Number(s)
Eligibility

Cost Sharing
Webpage
Geographical
Restrictions
Synopsis

2 Grant Title

Cost-Effective Approaches to Reducing Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Through Energy Efficiency, Clean Energy, and Corporate
Greenhouse Gas Management
97565
Environmental Protection Agency
Kayla Roach 303-343-9186
Kayla Roach 303-343-9186
$6 million
Not provided
Between 1-10

66.034
Proposals will be accepted from States, local governments,
territories, Indian Tribes, and possessions of the United States,
including the District of Columbia, international organizations,
universities and colleges, hospitals, laboratories, and other public or
private nonprofit organizations.
No
http://www07.grants.gov/search/search.do?oppId=42115&flag2006
=false&mode=VIEW
None
The Climate Protection Partnerships Division seeks proposals from
eligible entities that will advance international (greenhouse gas
management only), national, regional, state, and/or local energy
efficiency and clean energy programming by utilizing market-based
approaches to program design and delivery, and by fostering
information exchange about policies that are supportive of these
approaches. Proposals should demonstrate the potential to create
lasting change in the market for energy efficient and clean
generation products, services, and best practices.
Grants Program
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Program
Number
Sponsor
Sponsor
Contact
Sponsor Type
Amount
Award Ceiling
Expected # of
Awards
CFDA
Number(s)
Eligibility

Cost Sharing
Webpage
Geographical
Restrictions
Synopsis

3 Grant Title
Program
Number
Sponsor
Sponsor
Contact
Sponsor Type
Amount
Award Ceiling
Expected # of
Awards
CFDA
Number(s)

76078
Home Depot Foundation
770-384-3889, or email: hd_foundation @homedepot.com
Foundations
Not provided
Not provided
Not provided
Not provided
The sponsor makes grants to 501(c)(3) tax exempt public charities
in the United States and to charitable organizations in Canada. The
sponsor will consider only one proposal from the same organization
per calendar year.
No
http://www.homedepotfoundation.org/grants.html
None
The sponsor makes grants to 501(c)(3) tax exempt public charities
in the United States and to charitable organizations in Canada.
Preference is given to proposals that include community
engagement that result in the production, preservation, or financing
of housing units for low-to-moderate-income families. The most
promising proposals incorporate a number of 'green' building
design practices.
Grants to Green
7621
Community Foundation for Greater Atlanta Inc.
Kimberly Austin 404-688-5525
Foundations
Not Provided
up to $50,000
20-30
Not Provided
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Eligibility

Cost Sharing
Webpage
Geographical
Restrictions
Synopsis

4 Grant Title
Program
Number
Sponsor
Sponsor
Contact
Sponsor Type
Amount
Award Ceiling
Expected # of
Awards
CFDA
Number(s)
Eligibility

Nonprofits that meet the following requirements are eligible to
apply for a grant from Grants to Green: be classified by the U.S.
Internal Revenue Service (IRS)under section 501(c)(3) of the IRS
code as a nonprofit, tax-exempt organization; be registered and in
good standing with the Georgia Secretary of State‘s Office as a
nonprofit; must have a minimum two-year operating history after
receiving its 501(c)(3) classification; have at least one full-time
paid employee; have an annual organization budget of $250,000 or
more; own or lease the buildings the nonprofit occupies and is
requesting support for, must have five or more years remaining on
current lease(s); have control over the entire building's electricity
and water use systems in order for Grants to Green to have
assurance that assessment recommendations can be fully
implemented and tracked. The nonprofit may apply for support for
up to three building at one time.
No
http://www.cfgreateratlanta.org/Community-Initiatives/CurrentInitiatives/Grants-to-Green.aspx
Georgia
The Grants to Green program offers nonprofit organizations the
chance to improve operational performance and lessen the impact
on the environment. Various types of sustainability assessments and
implementation funding are available through Grants to Green to
encourage and help nonprofits to become ready to build and operate
green.
Market-Based Approaches to Reducing Greenhous Gas Emissions
Through Energy Efficiency in Homes and Buildings
82721
Environmental Protection Agency
Kayla Roach: 202-343-9186
Federal
$40,000-$90,000
Not provided
Between 2-5 small grants
66.034
Proposals will be accepted from states, territories, Indian Tribes,
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Cost Sharing
Webpage
Geographical
Restrictions
Synopsis

5 Grant Title
Program
Number
Sponsor
Sponsor
Contact
Sponsor Type
Amount

and possessions of the U.S., including the District of Columbia,
international organizations, public and private universities and
colleges, hospitals, laboratories, other public or private nonprofit
institutions.
No
http://www.grants.gov/search/search.do?oppId=14845&mode=VIE
W
None
The sponsor solicits proposals to advance national, regional, and
local energy efficiency programming by utilizing market-based
approaches to program design and delivery. Proposals submitted for
consideration should: (1) identify unique constituencies and
approaches or channels for working with stakeholders; (2)
demonstrate an understanding of the technologies and market
structure for delivery of the technologies, or best practices, to end
users; (3) identify market barriers to greater adoption of energy
efficient technologies, or best practices, (4) delineate strategies for
overcoming barriers identified.
New Construction Financial Incentives
57507
New York State Energy Research and Development Authority
518-862-1090 or info@nyserda.org

State
$31 million available for incentives, based upon the anticipated
energy performance of the building relative to Energy Code
requirements
Award Ceiling $850,000
Expected # of Not provided
Awards
CFDA
Not provided
Number(s)
Eligibility
State and local governments, businesses, not-for-profit and private
institutions, public and private schools, colleges and universities,
multi-family buildings (seeking green buildings services), and
health-care facilities that pay into the System Benefits Charge are
eligible for incentives. Eligible applicants must purchase energy
from one of the following utility companies: Central Hudson Gas &
Electric Corporation, Consolidated Edison Company of New York,
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Cost Sharing
Webpage
Geographical
Restrictions
Synopsis

6 Grant Title
Program
Number
Sponsor
Sponsor
Contact
Sponsor Type
Amount
Award Ceiling
Expected # of
Awards
CFDA
Number(s)
Eligibility

Cost Sharing
Webpage

Inc., New York State Electric & Gas Corporation, National Grid,
Orange and Rockland Utilities, Inc., or Rochester Gas and Electric
Corporation.
Yes
http://www.nyserda.org/funding/1222pon.asp
New York
Support is provided to New York State electricity distribution
customers of Central Hudson Gas & Electric Corp., Consolidated
Edison Company of New York, Inc., New York State Electric &
Gas Corporation, National Grid, Orange and Rockland Utilities,
Inc., and Rochester Gas & Electric Corporation for technical
assistance and financial incentives to improve the energy efficiency
of new and substantially renovated buildings. Funding of $31.0
million is available.
Sustainable Skylines (Region 3)
96423
Environmental Protection Agency
Bill Jones, 215-814-2023
Federal
$150,000
$150,000
1
66.034
Assistance under this program is generally available to States, local
governments, territories, Indian Tribes, and possessions of the U.S.,
including the District of Columbia, international organizations,
public and private universities and colleges, hospitals, laboratories,
other public or private nonprofit institutions, which submit
applications proposing projects with significant technical merit and
relevance to EPA's Office of Air and Radiation's mission. Projects
must be within EPA Region 3 which includes the District of
Columbia and the states of Delaware, Maryland, Pennsylvania,
Virginia, and/or West Virginia.
No
http://www07.grants.gov/search/search.do?oppId=41094&flag2006
=false&mode=VIEW
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Geographical
Restrictions
Synopsis

7 Grant Title
Program
Number
Sponsor
Sponsor
Contact
Sponsor Type
Amount
Award Ceiling
Expected # of
Awards
CFDA
Number(s)
Eligibility

Cost Sharing
Webpage
Geographical
Restrictions
Synopsis

8 Grant Title
Program
Number

Delaware, Maryland, Pennsylvania, Virginia, Washington D.C.,
and West Virginia
The sponsor's initiative provides a framework to integrate
transportation, energy, land use and air quality planning programs
into projects that yield measurable air quality benefits in a relatively
short period of time. These projects will seek additional positive
environmental impacts and water quality, livability, and economic
development benefits are expected.
Sustainable Skylines Initiative
00369
Environmental Protection Agency
Yvonne W. Johnson
Federal
$250,000
125,000
up to five
66.034
Applications will be accepted from States, local governments,
territories, Indian Tribes, and possessions of the U.S., including the
District of Columbia, international organizations, public and private
universities and colleges, hospitals, laboratories, other public or
private non-profit institutions.
No
http://www07.grants.gov/search/search.do?oppId=43229&flag2006
=false&mode=VIEW
No Restrictions
Under this program, the sponsor invites applications from eligible
entities to compete for finanical assitance under an initiative that
provides a framework to integrate transportation, energy, land use
and air quality planning programs into projects that yield
measurable air quality benefits in a relatively short period of time.
Sustainable Vision Grants
89336
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Sponsor
Sponsor
Contact
Sponsor Type
Amount
Award Ceiling
Expected # of
Awards
CFDA
Number(s)
Eligibility

Cost Sharing
Webpage
Geographical
Restrictions
Synopsis

9 Grant Title
Program
Number
Sponsor
Sponsor
Contact
Sponsor Type
Amount
Award Ceiling
Expected # of
Awards
CFDA
Number(s)

National Collegiate Inventors and Innovators Alliance
413-587-2172
Miscellaneous Non-Federal
$50,000
Not provided
Not provided
Not provided
Tenured or tenure-track faculty and staff from NCIIA member
institutions may apply on behalf of collaborative teams involving
representatives from education and industry. Collaborations with
governmental and non-profit organizations are also encouraged.
Universities, colleges, NGOs and other institutions outside the US
may partner with a US college or university and fully participate in
the grant; however, Sustainable Vision proposals must be submitted
by a US college or university.
No
http://nciia.org/grants/sustainablevision
No Restrictions
Sustainable Vision grants fund transformational education
programs where breakthrough technologies are created and
commercialized through entrepreneurial models for the benefit of
people living in poverty in the US and abroad. Sustainable Vision
grants will range in size from $10,000 to $50,000.
Lemelson-MIT Award for Sustainability
94638
Massachusetts Institute of Technology
lemelson_awards@mit.edu or 617-253-3352
College/University
$100,000
Not provided
Not provided
Not provided
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Eligibility

Cost Sharing
Webpage
Geographical
Restrictions
Synopsis

1 Grant Title
0
Program
Number
Sponsor
Sponsor
Contact
Sponsor Type
Amount
Award Ceiling
Expected # of
Awards
CFDA
Number(s)
Eligibility

Eligible candidates for the award are the following: U.S. citizens,
permanent residents, or foreign nationals currently working legally
in the United States; Inventors who have created a product, process
or material; made a technology more affordable; redesigned a
system; or otherwise demonstrated remarkable technological
inventiveness in addressing sustainability across the development
continuum; Inventors who can provide evidence that their
inventions have been adopted for practical use; Inventors working
in an area that ultimately improves the quality of air, water or soil;
or pertains to health, energy, agriculture, shelter, biodiversity or
ecosystem management; and Individuals who are inspirational to
young people, through their creativity, outreach or mentoring
activities. Candidates may be individuals or two collaborating
inventors, and they must be nominated by one of their peers. U.S.
patents are not required, but are desirable for this award.
No
http://web.mit.edu/invent/a-award.html
No
The $100,000 award honors inventors whose products or processes
impact issues of global relevance, as well as issues that impact local
communities in terms of meeting basic health needs, and building
sustainable livelihoods
National Risk Management Research Laboratory
98418
Environmental Protection Agency
Cynthia Johnson, 513-569-7873
Federal
$250,000/year
up to five years
1
66.511
Those eligible to apply are each State, territory and possession, and
Tribal nation of the United States, including the District of
Columbia, for public and private State universities and colleges,
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Cost Sharing
Webpage
Geographical
Restrictions
Synopsis

hospitals, laboratories, State and local government departments, and
other public or private nonprofit institutions and in some cases,
individuals or foreign entities who have demonstrated unusually
high scientific ability.
No
http://www07.grants.gov/search/search.do?oppId=42672&flag2006
=false&mode=VIEW
No restrictions
This program seeks to provide financial assistance to a recipient
organization to evaluate innovative water and energy design and
application of the design for new buildings, for example, using
advanced LEED certification. This project should focus on the
methods and the capability of new construction to achieve water
and energy independence in a sustainable approach. This project
should result in the ability to evaluate the impacts of water
conservation and integration into LEED ratings also making
recommendations for future rating criteria fully considering
sustainable water activities when compared to traditional building
designs in similar settings.
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Foundation Directory Online
1

2

3

Grantmaker Name
Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

Otto Bremer Foundation
Minnesota
Dovetail Partners
Minnesota

Grantmaker Name
Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

The Community Foundation of Greater Des Moines
Iowa
Center on Sustainable Communities
Iowa

Grantmaker Name
Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

The Ford Foundation
New York
North Gulfport Community Land Trust
Mississippi

2008
60000
Building/renovation; Continuing support; Program
development
For Eco-Affordable Housing Program and the MinnesotaMade House (sustainable and affordable housing made of local
materials) focusing on housing in rural areas of Minnesota

2007
15000
Program development
For green demonstration homes

2007
150000
General/operating support
For general support for environmentally sustainable housing
and community development along hurricane-affected
Mississippi Gulf Coast
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4

5

6

Grantmaker Name
Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

The Ford Foundation
New York
Greater New Orleans Foundation
Louisiana

Grantmaker Name
Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

The Ford Foundation
New York
Greater New Orleans Foundation
Louisiana

Grantmaker Name
Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

The Ford Foundation
New York
North Gulfport Community Land Trust
Mississippi

2008
500000
General/operating support; Seed money
For start-up core support for Community Revitalization Fund
to promote and strengthen affordable, inclusive and sustainable
housing and community revitalization in New Orleans

2009
500000
Program development
For Community Revitalization Fund to promote and strengthen
affordable, inclusive and sustainable housing and community
revitalization in New Orleans

2009
200000
Continuing support; General/operating support; Program
development
For final general support to provide environmentally
sustainable housing and community development along
hurricane-affected Mississippi Gulf Coast as part of postHurricane Katrina grantmaking efforts
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7

8

9

1
0

Grantmaker Name
Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

The Kendeda Fund
Delaware
Hitchcock Center
Massachusetts

Grantmaker Name
Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

The Kresge Foundation
Michigan
WARM Training Center
Michigan

Grantmaker Name
Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

McCune Charitable Foundation
New Mexico
Tierra Madre
New Mexico

Grantmaker Name

The McKnight Foundation

2007
50000
Program development
For Sustainable Building Demonstration and Education, Phase
I Planning and Feasibility Project

2008
130000
Program development
Toward three-pronged approach to Sustainable Design
Assistance Team, implementation of Green Zone, and capacity
building for WARM's environmental efforts

2003
10000
Building/renovation; Continuing support; Program
development
For continuation of construction of energy efficient straw bale
houses in sustainable community in southern New Mexico
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1
1

1
2

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

Minnesota
University of Minnesota Foundation
Minnesota

Grantmaker Name

Mizuho USA Foundation, Inc.

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

New York
Enterprise Community Partners
New York

Grantmaker Name

Charles Stewart Mott Foundation

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

Michigan
University of Michigan
Michigan

2006
400000
Program development; Research
To develop knowledge base and technical assistance program
promoting regionally sustainable affordable housing design

2008
65000
Program development
To encourage sustainable, healthy and energy efficient
affordable housing development and preservation across New
York

2009
15000
Building/renovation; Program development; Research
For development of green building renovation through
University of Michigan-Flint's University Outreach, entitled
Urban Alternatives House. Leveraging support from Kresge
Foundation Green Building Initiative, grant will enable grantee
to complete planning phase of the project. Urban Alternatives
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House will serve to teach sustainable living, support green
building on Genesee County Land Bank-owned properties and
combat climate change. Project is collaboration between
University of Michigan-Flint, Genesee County Land Bank and
THA Architects
1
3

1
4

1
5

Grantmaker Name

Oak Hill Fund

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

Virginia
Lopez Community Land Trust
Washington

Grantmaker Name

The William Penn Foundation

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

Pennsylvania
Philadelphia University
Pennsylvania

Grantmaker Name

Rockefeller Brothers Fund, Inc.

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name

New York
Ecologists Linked for Organizing Grassroots Initiatives and
Action
Vermont

Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized

2008
52008
Program development
For Sustainable Community Homes

2008
82500
Exhibitions
Toward support for Clean Break, prefabricated housing
exhibition highlighting innovative and sustainable design and
implementation policy challenges in affordable and sustainable
housing

2008
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1
6

1
7

1
8

Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

60000
Building/renovation

Grantmaker Name

The San Francisco Foundation

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

California
Asian Neighborhood Design
California

Grantmaker Name

The Seattle Foundation

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

Washington
Lopez Community Land Trust
Washington

Grantmaker Name

The Seattle Foundation

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount

Washington
Lopez Community Land Trust
Washington

To promote the use of sustainable methods, materials, and
design in the rebuilding and repair of earthquake-damaged

2007
25000
Program development
For community planning efforts to help build vibrant,
sustainable and equitable neighborhoods in San Francisco

2007
10000
Program development
To develop sustainable community homes

2008
15000
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1
9

2
0

2
1

Types(s) of
Support
Description

Continuing support; Program development

Grantmaker Name

Surdna Foundation, Inc.

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

New York
Global Green USA
California

Grantmaker Name

Surdna Foundation, Inc.

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

New York
Global Green USA
California

Grantmaker Name

Vermont Community Foundation

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized

Vermont
Central Vermont Community Land Trust
Vermont

For Sustainable Community Homes project

2008
100000
Program development
For Build it Back Right initiative providing New Orleans, LA,
recipients of Road Home grants with information, assistance,
and incentives to rebuild affordable, sustainable homes

2009
100000
Program development
For The 'Build it Back Green' (BIBG) Initiative to provide
New Orleans homeowners with the necessary information,
technical assistance and incentives to rebuild homes and
properties in affordable and sustainable manner

2008
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2
2

2
3

2
4

Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

10000
Program development

Grantmaker Name

Robert W. Woodruff Foundation, Inc.

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

Georgia
Southface Energy Institute
Georgia

Grantmaker Name

The Baltimore Community Foundation

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

Maryland
Neighborhood Design Center
Maryland

Grantmaker Name

The Annie E. Casey Foundation

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient

Maryland
Neighborhood Design Center
Maryland

To create sustainable models of energy conservation and
efficiency, resource reduction, and parallel outreach to
residents and the community as financially and socially sound
practices

2005
300000
Building/renovation
For campaign to build model office building exhibiting
sustainable building practices

2007
10000
Seed money
To help start up GREENDC, which aims to help communities
become more livable, healthier, and economically viable
through green design and sustainable practices
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2
5

2
6

2
7

State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

2007
20000
Program development

Grantmaker Name

Geraldine R. Dodge Foundation, Inc.

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

New Jersey
Global Learning
New Jersey

Grantmaker Name

The Max and Victoria Dreyfus Foundation, Inc.

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

District of Columbia
Queens Botanical Garden Society
New York

Grantmaker Name

The Ford Foundation

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient

New York
Architecture Research Institute
New York

To develop educational and training program to assist residents
of East Baltimore to integrate green design and sustainable
practices into their homes, blocks, and neighborhoods

2003
80000
Continuing support; Program development
To educate school district officials on High Performance and
Sustainable school design

2008
15000
Program development
For sustainable landscapes and buildings
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2
8

2
9

3
0

State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

2004
67000
Conferences/seminars

Grantmaker Name

Richard and Rhoda Goldman Fund

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

California
Local Initiatives Support Corporation, Bay Area
California

Grantmaker Name

The Graham Foundation

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

South Carolina
Furman University
South Carolina

Grantmaker Name

The Heinz Endowments

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name

Pennsylvania
University of Pittsburgh

For workshops to engage architects and social and economic
specialists in developing innovative approaches to sustainable
metropolitan development

2007
75000
Program development
For Green Connection Project, to apply environmentally
sustainable building design to community development
projects in San Francisco

2007
67000
Building/renovation
For Charles H. Townes Center for Science, sustainable new
green science building
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3
1

3
2

3
3

Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

Pennsylvania

Grantmaker Name

Houston Endowment Inc.

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

Texas
University of Houston-University Park
Texas

Grantmaker Name

Greater Milwaukee Foundation

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

Wisconsin
UWM Foundation
Wisconsin

Grantmaker Name

Charles Stewart Mott Foundation

2007
250000
Program development; Research
For Mascaro Sustainability Initiative, Center of Excellence in
sustainable engineering, specifically focusing on design of
sustainable communities. Mission of MSI is to encourage and
nurture new collaborative projects based on strong and
innovative research that translate fundamental science of
sustainability into real products and processes

2007
600000
Seed money
Toward creating team of experts to develop environmentally
sustainable building components and materials

2008
5000
Not Provided
For Sustainable Architecture Fund
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3
4

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

Michigan
University of Michigan
Michigan

Grantmaker Name

The David and Lucile Packard Foundation

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name

California
San Francisco Botanical Garden Society at Strybing
Arboretum
California

Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description
3
5

2009
15000
Building/renovation; Program development; Research
For development of green building renovation through
University of Michigan-Flint's University Outreach, entitled
Urban Alternatives House. Leveraging support from Kresge
Foundation Green Building Initiative, grant will enable grantee
to complete planning phase of the project. Urban Alternatives
House will serve to teach sustainable living, support green
building on Genesee County Land Bank-owned properties and
combat climate change. Project is collaboration between
University of Michigan-Flint, Genesee County Land Bank and
THA Architects

2008
500000
Building/renovation
For construction of Center for Sustainable Gardening

Grantmaker Name

Rockefeller Brothers Fund, Inc.

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of

New York
Center for Architecture Foundation
New York
2006
25000
Exhibitions; General/operating support; Program development
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Support
Description

3
6

3
7

3
8

For general support of exhibitions and related sustainable
development activities of Center for Architecture

Grantmaker Name

The Rockefeller Foundation

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

New York
Municipal Art Society of New York
New York

Grantmaker Name

The Russell Family Foundation

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

Washington
Sustainable Connections
Washington

Grantmaker Name

The Russell Family Foundation

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of

Washington
Sustainable Connections
Washington

2007
50000
Program development; Research
For demonstration in Flatbush, Brooklyn that seeks to help
community members work collectively to plan for more
sustainable neighborhood by year 2030, as part of Jane Jacobs
and the Future of New York initiative

2006
40000
Not Provided
For sustainable business practices and green building

2007
40000
Program development
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Support
Description

3
9

For sustainable business development and green building and
sustainable design

Grantmaker Name

Robert W. Woodruff Foundation, Inc.

Grantmaker State
Recipient Name
Recipient
State\Country
Year Authorized
Grant Amount
Types(s) of
Support
Description

Georgia
Southface Energy Institute
Georgia
2005
300000
Building/renovation
For campaign to build model office building exhibiting
sustainable building practices
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Correspondence and Permission:

Cyndi Fischer
To: Josie Olsen <josie.olsen@aggiemail.usu.edu>

Thu, Feb 25, 2010 at 2:53 PM

Hi Josie – total square footage for all buildings (that have classrooms in them) is 3240. Also I
have never been able to dig up the enrollment for the first 5 years (not very good record
keeping back then) I do know that the first school year we had 15 kids in a 1 room school
house grades k-5. That was 2001-2002 school year.
I give Josie Olsen permission to use in her thesis, information from the TVCS websites and
interviews conducted with myself. I also give her permission to use photos of the TVCS
campus in her thesis.
Please contact me with any questions.
Cynthia Fischer, Head of School

Cameron Sinclair
To: Josie Olsen <josie.olsen@aggiemail.usu.edu>

Thu, Feb 25, 2010 at 3:49 PM

Josie,
Congratulations on your continued dedication to humanitarian focused design. You may certainly use
information from our sites and our interview. Everything is held under creative commons license and
is open source.
Sincerely,
Cameron Sinclair
Founder, Architecture for Humanity

Cindy Riegel

Thu, Mar 4, 2010 at 5:00 PM

Josie Olsen has my permission to use my name in the context of interviews conducted in December
2009 and March 2010.
Cynthia Riegel
TVCS Board of Directors, President

